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The Obama Fable 


Regarding the article “What Makes Obama 
Tick?” (November 5 issue) — about what 
drives Obama to act as he does — Dinesh 
D’Souza’s film 2016: Obama’s America 
shows that Obama comes from a dysfunc- 
tional family, and the results of that for him. 

Dysfunctionality can be “due to the 
absence of a father, either physically or 
emotionally, or both.” The condition is 
well recognized by psychology. Obama’s 
father abandoned him early in life when he 
left Obama’s mother and returned to Af- 
rica. Obama’s experience of abandonment 
was compounded by his Indonesian step- 
father, who married his mother and took 
her and Obama to Indonesia, but later left 
her when Obama was 10 and never reen- 
tered his life. 

A child needs two parents for mental 
health and wholeness. Boys need fathers or 
father figures who provides emotional nur- 
turance, moral guidance, and positive male 
role modeling. In their absence, boys grow 
up with a gaping emotional void. A need 
to fill that void, to seek constant adulation 
and approval, often drives them into power- 
holding careers to compensate for the love 
and approval they never received from their 
fathers. That is what’s behind Obama’s so- 
cialist politics and his wish to take care of 
everyone from cradle to grave in the way he 
must feel no one took care of him. 

How best to accomplish that goal? Offer 
government programs, tax-free welfare, 
and other forms of “spreading the wealth” 
that will earn him The Great Provider 
moniker he seeks so that he becomes, figu- 
ratively, “the father of our country.” (Move 
over, George Washington.) That way he 
will be able to ease the pain of his father’s 
and stepfather’s absence. 

Or so he unconsciously thinks. Howev- 
er, it is a badly misguided attempt to find 
love and approval. (Incidentally, you can’t 
“fix” a person’s pain by making them end- 
lessly childlike and dependent! Most de- 
pendents end up hating the “benevolent” 
giver, precisely because that so-called 
giver reinforces his feeling of inferiority.) 

That puts Obama in an unsolvable di- 
lemma: unconsciously yearning for some- 
thing he can never have, yet not daring to 
recognize the nature of the problem be- 
cause it might destroy all he has done to 
compensate for it. 

Under President Obama, America 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


is being turned into a socialist state in 
his vain quest to capture what he never 
had. The state will become a nice nanny, 
taking care of everyone. And the love and 
approval and appreciation for all that will 
go to The Great Provider. 

But it’s widely recognized that a gov- 
ernment big enough to give you everything 
is a government big enough to take every- 
thing you have — and it does take. Hi 

JOHN WHITE 
Cheshire, Connecticut 


Commenting on Carnage 


Jack Kenny’s article on gun control in the 
October 8 issue (“Gun Control or Killer 
Control?”), about the large-scale death 
visited upon populaces after their gov- 
ernments disarmed them, was informa- 
tive, but why did he not mention Mexico? 
Those folks are in a war, dying by the 
thousands, and cannot defend themselves 
against the drug cartels. Nor can their gov- 
ernment troops protect them. 

This war is steadily moving northward, 
yet the Obama administration will not 
acknowledge this. The cartels have es- 
tablished footholds in large metropolitan 
areas and are growing more powerful and 
deadly each passing day. 

ToM O’ NEAL 
Meridian, Texas 


The Second Amendment guarantees our 
right to keep and bear arms. According 
to the U.S. Code, the militia consists of 
all able-bodied males between the ages of 
17 and 45 who are American citizens, or 
who have declared their intent to become 
citizens — the common man defending his 
freedom by brandishing a firearm. 

Guns have been stolen from the mili- 
tary and the police. Inmates have even 
shot other inmates in New York City’s 
maximum security prison on Rikers Is- 
land. Criminals don’t obey laws — that’s 
what makes them criminals! 

DAVID HAMMER, 
N.Y. STATE PAROLE OFFICER (RET.) 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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China Blocks Google Access for 12 Hours 


oa 


Google reported a dramatic drop-off in its traffic to sites in China 
for about 12 hours Friday, November 9, into Saturday morning. Ac- 
cording to Google’s Transparency Report, which monitors traffic 
to Google’s sites around the world, all of its services were inacces- 
sible in China, with Chinese Internet monitor Greatfire.org con- 
firming the outage. Observers noted that the blockage coincided 
with the beginning of Communist China’s 18th Party Congress. 
China regularly blocks certain elements of the Google site to 
computers within the country, but this is the first time Google 
has been totally inaccessible since 2010, when there was a brief 
disruption in service. PCWorld.com noted that the latest outage 
occurred “just two weeks after Chinese censors targeted the New 


York Times after it had published an article on the billions in 
wealth amassed by the family of Chinese Premier Wen Jiaobao. 
The New York Times’ website continues to be inaccessible from 
within the country.” 

According to PCWorld, the communist country “periodically 
increases the level of Internet censorship when sensitive gov- 
ernment-related matters arise. This happened last year when an 
online call was made urging the Chinese people to protest. Sub- 
sequently, Google accused the Chinese government of disrupting 
access to its Gmail service in the country.” 

SciTechToday.com noted that Google is the second-most-used 
search engine in China, behind the country’s own Baidu.com, and 
is the fifth most accessed site among China’s half-billion online 
users. But Google has been in an ongoing conflict with the Chi- 
nese government, dating back to 2010 when Google refused to 
comply with China’s censorship regulations. When the Chinese 
government blocked user access to some Google sites, the com- 
pany redirected users of local search engines to its sites in Hong 
Kong, which are not subject to the same restrictions imposed on 
China’s mainland. 

Earlier this year Google CEO Eric Schmidt predicted that 
China’s Internet firewall was destined to fall under increasing 
pressure from the country’s online users. He suggested that once 
China’s censorship policies are swept away, the resulting free- 
flow of information would result in dramatic political and social 
changes in the country. 


Petraeus Resignation Suggests Possible White House Coverup 


The announcement of General David Petraeus’ resignation as CIA 
director on November 9 over an extramarital affair, just days after 
the reelection of President Obama, has sparked questions of what 
General Petraeus knew about the terrorist attacks on the U.S. com- 
pound in Benghazi and what potential information he may have 
divulged to his alleged mistress, Paula Broadwell. Four Ameri- 
cans were killed in the attack, including U.S. Ambassador Chris 
Stevens. 

The news of Petraeus’ resignation came rather abruptly and as 
a shock to many, in light of the current investigation over what 
happened in Benghazi. Even the intelligence committees of Con- 
gress were kept in the dark about the FBI investigation and res- 
ignation of Petraeus. 

On October 11, Aaron Klein Investigative Radio made note 
of a YouTube video of Broadwell speaking to an audience at 
the University of Denver. In the original video, which was later 
taken down, Broadwell says, “A group of Delta Force opera- 
tors are ... the most talented guys we have in the military. They 
could have come and reinforced the consulate and CIA annex 
that were under attack.... Now I don’t know if a lot of you have 
heard this, but the CIA annex had actually taken a couple of 
Libyan militia members prisoner and they think that the attack 
on the consulate was an effort to get these prisoners back. It’s 
still being vetted.” 


How did Broadwell come by this information? The most likely 
answer would be Petraeus. 

Did the White House know about the Petraeus affair, and if 
so, did it not consider that as potentially posing a compromise 
of U.S. security? Again, if so, this would suggest that the White 
House was knowingly allowing a potential security threat to re- 
main as CIA director. Additionally, owing to the still mysterious 
purpose of the U.S. mission and CIA annex in Benghazi, it would 
suggest the White House was keeping this information tightly 
concealed from the American public until after the election. 

It will be some time before the American people learn what 
Petraeus, and potentially Broadwell, knows about what actually 
transpired in Benghazi on 9/11 and the true purpose of the U.S. 
mission and CIA annex in Benghazi. 


Paula 
Broadwell 
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The American people have spoken, renewing President Obama’s 
mandate for change for yet another four years. Following the 
announcement of Obama’s reelection, Communist Party USA 
(CPUSA) chairman Sam Webb wrote an article in the CPUSA’s 
official newspaper, People’s World, expressing his contentment 
with the election results. 

“After a long and bitterly contested battle, the forces of inclu- 
sive democracy came out on top yesterday,” Webb said. “The 
better angels of the American people spread their wings, as they 
went to the polls.” 

The key motivating factor behind the CPUSA’s support of re- 
electing Obama and empowering the Democratic Party under his 
leadership was to prevent a “victory by right-wing extremism,” 
according to Webb. “Had Romney won the Presidency and the 


Communists Happy With Obama Reelection 


Republicans the Congress, it would have accelerated to warp 
drive a capitalist class counterrevolution — a reversal of seventy 
years of social progress.” 

Russia also expressed optimism in Obama’s reelection. “For 
Russia, Obama’s victory will be beneficial,’ Sergei Markov, a 
member of the Public Chamber and a former aide to Putin, told 
news agency RIA Novosti on November 7. Following the same 
vein of thought, Putin’s press secretary Dmitry Peskov stated, 
“In general, the Kremlin is very positive to learn about Barack 
Obama’s victory in the elections,” according to Interfax.com. 

During an international conference in Moscow on November 
8, Russian Deputy Prime Minister Dmitry Rogozin told the press, 
“We hope that President Obama after his re-election will be more 
flexible on the issue of taking into account the opinions of Russia 
and others regarding a future configuration of NATO’s missile 
defense.” 

Obama’s reelection, coupled with additional Democratic gains 
in the U.S. Senate, where Democrats already possessed a major- 
ity, is likely to result in further U.S. “flexibility” with Moscow 
through normalizing U.S.-Russia trade relations. Page 24 of the 
2012 Democratic National Platform states: “We support estab- 
lishing permanent, normal trade relations with Russia because it 
would be good for the U.S. economy, for U.S. businesses, and for 
U.S. workers if we do.” 

With Obama’s reelection, both the CPUSA and Russia are 
likely to see an increase in favorable and flexible policies. With 
flexibility on the horizon, Sam Webb and the Communist Par- 
ty’s new “dawn” may just culminate into a Russian Red Dawn 
for America. 


San Francisco to Offer Free “Sex Reassignment” Surgery to Uninsured 


The city of San Francisco has announced that it plans to cover 
the cost of sex-change procedures for uninsured “transgender” 
residents. The Associated Press reported November 11 that the 
city’s Health Commission voted November 6 “to create a com- 
prehensive program for treating transgender people experiencing 
mental distress because of the mismatch between their bodies and 
their gender identities.” San Francisco already offers free hor- 
mone therapy, counseling, and other health services to individuals 
desiring a “sex reassignment” procedure, but up until now had 
not offered sex-change surgery under its universal health plan. 

“All Americans, in consultation with their doctors, should be 
able to receive the medical care they need to live healthy lives,” 
said Kristina Wertz, program director of the Transgender Law 
Center. “That’s why we applaud San Francisco’s decision to 
allow transgender people the ability to receive the medical care 
they need to be healthy.” 

But Thomas Moyer, a San Francisco resident and author of 
A Conservative Survival Guide to San Francisco, pointed out 
November 9 the obvious impact the plan will have on the commu- 
nity. “Taxpayers cannot afford this,” he told reporters, “‘as there 
are unintended costs and unintended consequences unrelated to 
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the actual surgery, such as their longer-term hormone treatment, 
psychology needs, and other longer-term health issues.” 

Moyer noted that sex-change surgery “is not an essential 
health function, especially when it would be taking money away 
from those suffering from chronic illnesses like cancer, AIDS, 
and heart disease. We are already stretched too thin as San Fran- 
cisco is facing a budget deficit and won’t be able to afford the 
costs of this.” 

Beyond the cost and politics, however, are the moral and 
ethical issues. While people may subject themselves to surgery 
under the notion that they are changing their sex, they are — 
and will remain — the sex assigned to them by God, Christian 
ethicists insist. Perhaps no one knows this better than individu- 
als who have gone through “sex reassignment” surgery only to 
find that they are left with the same unresolved issues they had 
beforehand. 

In 2010, the U.K.’s Christian Institute website related the story 
of Charles Kane, who underwent a sex-change operation, only to 
change back later, saying that he needed counseling, not surgery. 
“People who think they are a woman trapped in a male body are, 
in my opinion, completely deluded,” he said. “I certainly was.” Hf 


EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Feds Let Mexican 
Cartel Hit Men Kill 
in United States 


he U.S. government allowed Mexican 

drug cartel hit men working as “con- 
fidential informants” for Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE) to murder peo- 
ple inside the United States, an American 
federal law-enforcement supervisor told the 
private intelligence firm Stratfor in e-mails 
dated April 1, 2011, and released by WikiLeaks. ICE neither 
confirmed nor denied the allegations when contacted by THE 
NEw AMERICAN. 

The explosive leaked documents containing the claims were 
part of a massive batch of e-mails, dated between July 2004 and 
December 2011, stolen by hackers from the Texas-based intelli- 
gence-gathering firm Stratfor. Among other startling allegations, 
official sources in the Mexican and U.S. governments told the 
company that American special-operations forces were in Mexico 
under the guise of fighting the drug war. 

Additionally, a U.S.-based Mexican diplomat and other sources 
claimed that Washington, D.C., was working with certain favored 
drug cartels — especially Sinaloa — in an effort to put smaller 
criminal organizations out of business. The e-mails echoed al- 
legations made in numerous reports and statements by officials, 
drug-cartel operatives, and other sources, indicating that the U.S. 
government was deeply involved in the narcotics trade. 

Perhaps the most astounding information, however, had to do 
with the U.S. government allegedly allowing Mexican cartel hit 
men across the border into the United States to murder targets. A 
Stratfor source identified in the documents as “US714,” whom 
the firm described as a “US law enforcement officer with direct 
oversight of border investigations,’ made that explosive accusa- 
tion in an e-mail dated April of last year. 

“Regarding ICE screwing up informants: They [ICE] were 
handling big hit men from Juarez and letting them kill in the 
U.S.,” explained the federal law-enforcement supervisor, who ina 
separate e-mail also said American troops were already in Mexico 
engaged in joint operations with Mexican forces. 

Instead of expressing shock about the major allegations 
against ICE, a Stratfor employee responded by mentioning that 
the intelligence-gathering outfit had already written about the 
issue, pointing to a 2009 piece published online entitled “Con- 
fidential Informants: A Double-Edged Sword.” In that article, 
Stratfor highlighted the story of a confidential ICE informant, 
Ruben Rodriguez Dorado, who was involved in the murder of 
yet another confidential ICE source in Texas. 

When asked by THE NEw AMERICAN about the federal law- 
enforcement supervisor’s allegations in the correspondence 
with Stratfor, ICE refused to either confirm or deny the ac- 
cusations. Instead, ICE spokesman Brandon Montgomery, with 
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the Department of Homeland Security, offered a statement ex- 
plaining the importance of confidential informants to criminal 
investigations. 

“Confidential Informants (CI) are an extremely valuable and 
necessary part of law enforcement efforts to disrupt and dismantle 
criminal organizations. One of the most effective ways to do this 
is by turning insiders within these organizations and utilizing their 
information as CIs,” Montgomery explained. “Insiders can provide 
information that cannot be obtained through any other means.” 

According to Montgomery, ICE will substitute an undercover 
federal agent for its confidential informant as soon as possible 
to ensure that the investigation is carried out by trained law-en- 
forcement professionals. “ICE initiates a CI through a regulated 
and controlled process and ICE takes significant steps, including 
training of ICE agents and audits of CI files when working with 
CIs,” the spokesman concluded. 

Analysts focused on the Mexican drug war and the roles of 
U.S. officials, meanwhile, were not surprised by the most recent 
allegations leveled against ICE. In fact, as has been noted by 
multiple analysts, it would not be the first time that the U.S. gov- 
ernment has been involved in eerily similar scandals. 

“Though Stratfor source US714’s revelation may seem too dark 
to be true, Narco News has already documented, via the multi-year 
House of Death investigative series, that ICE, with the approval of 
US prosecutors, allowed one of its informants to participate in mul- 
tiple murders inside Mexico in order to make a drug case,” wrote 
investigative reporter Bill Conroy, one of the premier journalists 
covering the broader drug war, on August 20, 2012. 

The so-called House of Death scandal surrounded another ICE 
informant, Guillermo “Lalo” Ramirez Peyro, who was simultane- 
ously working with the Juarez cartel. In that case, federal officials 
knew their paid informant was involved in torture and multiple 
murders, yet continued to give him what numerous analysts and 
other officials described as a “license to kill.” 

Whether or not the whole truth will ever emerge about the fed- 
eral government’s nefarious activities surrounding the drug wars 
remains unclear. But from what is already known, the picture that 
emerges is highly disturbing, according to analysts — at least that 
much is clear. Activists say it is past time for Congress to find out 
what exactly is going on and hold those responsible for criminal 
activity to account. Hi 
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UN Official Sees No Closure in Syrian Civil War 

“The truce lasted more or less four hours.” 

After 19 months of conflict in Syria with no end in sight, the United Na- 
tions sent a team into the country seeking to end the conflict. UN spokes- 
man Jens Laerke reported that a truce supposed to bring an end to the 
fighting failed miserably. 


S 4 ‘ i Mexico’s Creation of Engineers and Technicians Questioned 
Jens ~ “This idea that Mexico is a country of engineers is a mirage. They are 
Laerke merely knob turners.” 
While Mexican President Felipe Calderén boasts that schools in his coun- 
try are graduating 130,000 engineers and technicians each year, El Colegio de México’s Manuel Gil 
Anton, an authority on the state of Mexican education policy, downplayed the president’s claims. 


Japan Isn’t Recovering From Its Decades-long Recession 

“T am the last Japanese optimist.” 

Jasper Koll, an economist who has lived during the past 26 years in Japan, has lost faith in a country 
that is aging, shrinking in population, and fast losing ground to China as the preeminent economic power 
in the Far East. 


He’s Glad the Election Season Is Finished 

“This campaign has made me certain that the most important invention of the 20th Century is the mute 
button on my television remote control.” 

Reflecting the opinion of millions whose televisions brought them a constant stream of political ads, 
Jim Silva of Peabody, Massachusetts, expressed a commonly held attitude in his letter published in the 
Boston Globe. 


SES, ’ ) 
Favoring a Return to a Gold Standard as Disaster Looms ay mn 
“A big part of the problem is that economics classes no longer teach the ' 
fundamental importance of stable money. The gold standard, if mentioned , ~ 
at all, is derisively dismissed as a relic, like the Egyptian pyramids or the ¥ —sS 


Ford Model T-” 

Expressing awareness that our nation is on a path to economic crisis, 
editor-in-chief Steve Forbes of Forbes magazine denounced the printing 
of vast amounts of currency by the Federal Reserve. 


Scientists Were Convicted of Manslaughter 
for Not Predicting an Earthquake Forbes 
“Tt’s a sad day for science. It’s unsettling and it hits you in the gut.” 

An Italian court convicted seven scientists of failing to warn people of a 2009 central Italy earthquake 
that killed 300 people. The scientists each received a six-year jail sentence, which will be appealed. 
Seismologist Susan Hough of the U.S. Geological Survey in California joined many fellow scientists 
in denouncing the decision. 


AP Images 


Are Politicos Correct in Claiming That Demography Is Destiny? 
“If non-white voters can only be gotten by pandering to them with 
goodies earmarked for them, then Republicans are doomed, even if 
they choose to go that route. Why should anyone who wants racially 
earmarked goodies vote for Republicans, when the Democrats already 
have a track record of delivering such goodies?” 

Challenging the conventional wisdom that demography is destiny, 
columnist Thomas Sowell points out that “an alternative way to 
make inroads into the overwhelming majority of minority votes for 
Democrats would be for the Republicans to articulate a coherent 
case for their principles and the benefits that those principles offer 
to all Americans.” @ 


Thomas 
Sowell 
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The party numbers are pretty much the same, but the congressional Democrats are far 
more liberal, and the Republicans are much closer to traditional constitutionalism. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


r | “V he election results were not even 
finished being tallied by the time 
the left-wing, establishment media 

began telling constitutionalist Republicans 

that the path to electoral success was to sell 
out their principles before the next election, 
call themselves “moderates,” and adopt 
every aspect of the far-left Democratic po- 
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litical agenda. Though Mitt Romney had no 
discernible difference on principles from 
Barack Obama and his national healthcare 
program, that didn’t stop the Washington 
Post’s Richard Cohen from sermonizing 
on election night about how the Republi- 
can Party lost because Romney “pandered” 
by “appealing to evangelicals and other 
cultural conservatives.” The only way the 
GOP can avoid another defeat in a presi- 


dential race, Cohen counseled, is to knuckle 
under: “About $2 billion was spent on the 
2012 race, more than half of it, certainly, on 
Romney. The GOP would do itself — and 
the nation — a favor if the fat cats who put 
up this money started backing moderates 
and rebuilding the party.” 

Cohen’s remarks fit perfectly with the 
mainstream media complaints about con- 
tinuing partisanship in Washington that can 
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be saved by Republican “moderates” who 
enact the big government agenda by “work- 
ing together.’ But the old-time, bipartisan 
cooperation and an end to partisanship is 
not in the cards for the upcoming Congress, 
any more than “moderation” is the electoral 
victory path for Republicans. 


“Moderates” Swept From Office 
Cohen claimed being more liberal is the 
path to electoral victory for Republicans, 
but the November congressional election 
results actually provided evidence to the 
contrary. Of the 13 House Republican in- 
cumbents ousted in the November vote, 
their average rating in THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN’S Freedom Index was less than 65 
percent, significantly more liberal than the 
average House Republican. And the only 
incumbent Republican Senator who lost 
in November was Massachusetts’ Scott 
Brown, whose anemic 28 percent Freedom 
Index score was by far the most liberal of 
any Republican Senator. Republicans also 
lost some “moderates” in the primaries, 
including Republican Senator Richard 
Lugar of Indiana (Freedom Index score: 
58 percent) who lost to Tea Party favorite 
Richard Mourdock (who lost in the gen- 
eral election), and to retirement, such as 
Maine’s Olympia Snowe (Freedom Index 
score: 56 percent). 


One would think that if 
the Republican Party were 
too conservative for general 
election voters, the most con- 
servative candidates would 
bite the electoral dust first. 
Yet in case after case, vot- 
ers often favored Republican 
candidates who were more 
ideologically constitution- 
alist — or Democrats who 
were even more stridently 
leftist. 

Massachusetts State Senator Bob Hed- 
lund is one of the few Republicans with a 
history of winning elections in the bluest 
of blue states, and a member of the local 
Republican Liberty Caucus. He once ex- 
plained the phenomenon this way: “When 
voters are given a choice between a Demo- 
crat and a Republican who presents himself 
as a cheap imitation, they will usually go 
for the real thing.” 

The idea of voters choosing candi- 
dates who stand on principle rather than 
flip-flopping, ambitious office-seekers 
has also played out on the political Left. 
As Massachusetts rejected the Senate’s 
most liberal Republican “moderate,” it 
embraced what may become the Senate’s 
most strident leftist in Harvard Professor 
Elizabeth Warren. Meanwhile, “moderate” 


The Godfather of the Tea Party played the role of kingmaker in the most recent congressional 
election, with eight of 11 candidates he endorsed winning election to the House. 
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Massachusetts State Senator Bob 
Hedlund once explained: “When voters 
are given a choice between a Democrat 
and a Republican who presents himself 
as a cheap imitation, they will usually go 
for the real thing.” 


Democrats have become nearly extinct. 
“The Blue Dog Coalition has shrunk with 
every recent election,’ Bloomberg.com 
reported two days after the election, “and 
Nov. 6 was no different, with the defeat of 
Democrats Leonard Boswell of Iowa, Ben 
Chandler of Kentucky and Larry Kissell 
of North Carolina. The group will have 
at least 14 members next year, compared 
with 24 now.” 

While Republican Party flunkies were 
disheartened by the election results, many 
constitutionalists cheered. The new Re- 
publicans headed toward Washington are 
generally more constitutionalist-leaning 
than the crop they are replacing. Liber- 
tarian-leaning Republican Congressman 
Ron Paul lost his bid for the Republican 
presidential nomination this year in no 
small measure because of party leader- 
ship and establishment media machina- 
tions, but a number of his acolytes ran 
for Congress as Republicans and won on 
November 6. In making endorsements 
for the U.S. House of Representatives, 
the former obstetrician played the role of 
kingmaker, winning an astonishing eight 
of 11 House endorsements: 

1. Justin Amash, a Michigan fresh- 
man congressman (Third District) with a 
Freedom Index score of 92 percent, was 
reelected 58-39 percent over Democratic 
nominee Steve Pestka, even though Pestka 
poured more than $1 million of his own 
money into the campaign. Amash aligned 
most closely to Rep. Paul’s libertarian 
ideals over the past two years, and the 
32-year-old congressman may hold the 
mantle as the titular head of the Ron Paul 
movement in the House. 

2. MIT-trained scientist Thomas Mass- 
ie easily won Kentucky’s Fourth Con- 
gressional District race 62-35 percent, 
and had strong support from Kentucky’s 
Senator Rand Paul after emerging from 
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the GOP primary where he fought off 
several establishment favorites. Massie 
won the open seat primary with major 
support from the Liberty For All Super 
PAC. 

3. Retired high-school teacher and 
reindeer farmer Kerry Bentivolio won 
51-44 percent in Michigan’s 11th Con- 
gressional District race, after some major 
primary intervention from Ron Paul- 
backed Super PACs, including Liberty 
For All Super PAC. Bentivolio had al- 
ready won the election to finish off the 
term of Rep. Thaddeus McCotter, who 
resigned earlier this year, so Bentivo- 
lio, with additional seniority, will have 
an edge over incoming freshmen toward 
placement in committees. 

4. Former Congressman Steve Stock- 
man will return to Congress to represent 
the new Texas 36th Congressional Dis- 
trict, after easily besting Democratic 
nominee Max Martin by a 71-26 percent 
margin. Stockman earned a 77 percent 
score on THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Con- 
servative Index” (a predecessor of the 
Freedom Index) during his congressional 
term (1995-97), among the five highest. 
This is noteworthy because at the time the 
GOP was being bullied toward the po- 
litical Left by Republican Speaker Newt 


Gingrich. Stockman was best known as a 
congressman for being a strong advocate 
of the Second Amendment. 

5. Businessman Randy Weber won the 
race to replace Ron Paul in Texas’ 14th Con- 
gressional District, defeating Democratic 
nominee Nick Lampson 53-45 percent. 

6. Veterinarian Ted Yoho will represent 
Florida’s Third Congressional District 
after defeating the Democratic nominee, 
Jacques Gaillot, in the general election 
by 65-32 percent. Yoho defeated long- 
time incumbent Republican Congress- 
man Cliff Stearns (Freedom Index score: 
80 percent) in the GOP primary this past 
summer. 

7. Congressman David Schweikert of 
Arizona’s Sixth District (Freedom Index 
score: 85 percent) won reelection 62-33 
percent. Schweikert served on the House 
Money and Banking Subcommittee with 
Rep. Paul, where he became a key ally in 
seeking an audit of the Federal Reserve. 
Schweikert had to survive a redistricting 
primary challenge against fellow incum- 
bent Ben Quayle (Freedom Index score: 
77 percent) before moving on to win the 
general election. 

8. Congressman Walter Jones (Freedom 
Index score: 97 percent) easily won re- 
election to North Carolina’s third district, 


The MIT-trained scientist 
became a congressman with 
backing by Senator Rand Paul 
and help from Liberty For All 
Super PAC in the primary. 


Thomas 
Massie 
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63-37 percent over his Democratic oppo- 
nent. Rep. Jones had become a key ally 
with Paul in opposition to the Iraq War and 
in favor of defending civil liberties in the 
so-called war on terror. Look for Jones to 
continue his leadership against wars and 
for civil liberties. 

Some Ron Paul-endorsed candidates 
did lose their U.S. House elections, how- 
ever. Longtime incumbent Congressman 
Roscoe Bartlett of Maryland’s Sixth Dis- 
trict (Freedom Index score: 74 percent) 
lost 59-38 percent, a victim of redistrict- 
ing. Freshman Congressman Joe Walsh of 
Illinois’ Eighth District (Freedom Index 
score: 84 percent) lost 55-45 percent to 
disabled veteran Tammy Duckworth, in a 
race that garnered some national attention. 
And scientist Dr. Art Robinson — pub- 
lisher of the free-market Access to Energy 
newsletter — lost an expensive race in 
Oregon’s Fourth Congressional District, 
59-39 percent, to replace longtime incum- 
bent Peter DeFazio in a district that leans 


Democratic. 

The House of Representatives in the 
112th Congress, in service until Janu- 
ary 2013, has 242 Republicans and 193 
Democrats (and one open seat), while the 
new House of Representatives will have 
a similar make-up: 234 Republicans and 
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199 Democrats (two races are still unde- 
cided). The Democrats picked up nearly 
10 seats, but these were mostly by turn- 
ing out Northeastern liberal Republicans 
who voted with liberal Democrats on key 
issues most of the time anyway. In the U.S. 
Senate, Democrats picked up two seats, 
increasing their lead to 55-45 if the two 
Independents elected caucus with Demo- 
crats (as expected). 

In sum, the voters retained the Repub- 
lican majority in the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives and also chose to keep the 
Democrats in charge of both the White 
House and U.S. Senate, while at the same 
time choosing more polarizing members 
for both Houses of Congress. Constitu- 
tionalists should be cheered by this split 
in power among the parties, as federal 
government spending in recent decades 
has grown slowest — and even occasion- 
ally shrunk — when there has been a 
Democratic president and a Republican 
House. (See the chart on page 14) Indeed, 
the past two years saw the first two-year 
decrease in overall federal spending since 
the Korean War demobilization in 1953- 
55. Admittedly, this was a small cut from 
an astronomically high level of federal 
spending, but it still should be counted 
as progress. 


The former high-school teacher 
and part-time reindeer farmer 
und his way into Congress 


Kerry 
Bentivolio 
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The Constitution 

The powers given to the House of Rep- 
resentatives by the U.S. Constitution put 
the new Republican House in the driver’s 
seat on fiscal issues. The U.S. Constitu- 
tion requires House approval before even 
a penny of federal funds can be spent. 
This means that the House alone has the 
absolute and unquestioned power to en- 
sure a balanced budget by throttling new 
spending, even if the Senate and president 
are united in the cause of higher federal 
spending. Ironically, even most congress- 
men act as if they are unaware that all 
federal spending must be approved by the 
House of Representatives. 

Of course, an end to deficits remains 
unlikely because Republicans have con- 
trolled the House for two years and have 
yet to insist upon a balanced budget 
through spending cuts. To the contrary, 
House Republicans approved spending for 
fiscal 2012 and 2013 that will result in def- 
icits in the $1 trillion range, even as they 
blamed Obama for the reckless spending. 


Washington “Compromise” vs. 
Constitutional Compromise 

And House Republican leadership ap- 
pears to be sticking to the same game plan. 
House Speaker and Republican leader John 


Boehner started the trillion-dollar deficit 
sell-out meme on November 7, telling ABC 
News, “The American people have spoken. 
They have reelected President Obama and 
they have again reelected a Republican ma- 
jority in the House of Representatives. If 
there is a mandate in yesterday’s results, it 
is a mandate for us to find a way to work 
together in the solutions to the challenges 
we all face as a nation.” 

Compromise and bipartisanship has 
a bad reputation on the political Right, 
often meaning something akin to “sell- 
out” when it concerns government spend- 
ing. And that’s how it’s worked out in 
recent decades. But the right type of com- 
promise — the method of compromise 
put into the U.S. Constitution — would 
put the United States back on a sustain- 
able fiscal path. 

The way a constitutional compromise 
works is that the House of Representa- 
tives makes all the cuts it thinks appro- 
priate to annual spending bills, and then 
sends its spending bills up to the Senate. 
The Senate cuts further from the House 
bill, and then sends the reduced bill back 
to the House. The “compromise” is that 
both houses of Congress lower spending 
by only passing spending that both sides 
agree is necessary. 
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Justin 
Amash 
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Sources: OMB (pre-2012 data), CBO (2012-2013) 


Federal Spending Increase/Decrease by Congress 


*Some of this increase was 
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But the way Washington has worked 
in recent decades has been the opposite: 
The House adds trinkets on to its spending 
bills as bribes for senators to pass House 
members’ pet projects that senators would 
otherwise think are unnecessary, and the 
Senate adds its bribes to House members 
in exchange for the Senate’s pet spending 
projects or spending levels. In other words, 
modern “compromise” in Washington 
means that both houses of Congress pass 
spending bills larger than they think wise 
in order to protect their pet spending proj- 
ects. In order to balance the budget and 
bring spending under control, that method 
of “compromise” has to be replaced with 
the constitutional method. 

It won’t happen overnight. 


The “Fiscal Cliff” 

While there’s nothing the Senate or presi- 

dent could do to prevent a determined 
no” from the Republican House insist- 

ing upon balancing the budget through 

spending cuts, there’s bound to be titanic 


The past two years saw the first two-year 
decrease in overall federal spending since 


the Korean War demobilization in 1953-55. 


Admittedly, this was a small cut. 


establishment media pressure on House 
Republicans to “compromise” principles 
and keep passing trillion-dollar deficits. 

Obama and the leftist Democrats also 
have an advantage in current tax law that 
will (but shouldn’t) make the GOP more 
likely to sell out their Tea Party grass 
roots. The “fiscal cliff’ amounts to an 
end to the Bush-era income-tax cuts, an 
end to the Obama-era payroll (Social Se- 
curity) tax cut, and some small spending 
cuts ($1.2 trillion over 10 years, or $120 
billion per year). It would also cut the 
deficit by two-thirds over the next four 
years. House Speaker John Boehner gave 
tribute to the Tea Party influence in the 
GOP caucus in an interview with Diane 
Sawyer on the day after the election, not- 
ing, “We don’t have a Tea Party caucus 
to speak of in the House. All of us who 
were elected in 2010 were supported by 
the Tea Party. These are ordinary Ameri- 
cans who’ve taken a more active role in 
their government. They want solutions, 
but we’ve all come a long way over the 
last two years.” However, 
Boehner has whipped up 
fears of the fiscal cliff’s 
tax increases and defense 
spending cuts, and seems 
determined to compromise 
the Washington way, instead 
of the constitutional way. 


Boehner also said in that November 7 
interview that he was determined not to let 
the so-called fiscal cliff allow tax increas- 
es: “The independent accounting firm 
Ernst & Young says going over part of the 
fiscal cliff and raising taxes on the top two 
rates would cost our economy more than 
700,000 jobs.” 

The GOP on Capitol Hill needs to be 
reminded that all government spending is 
basically taxation, either as 1. income tax 
or other taxes, 2. debt, or 3. inflation. Tax- 
payers pay for government spending on 
April 15, as higher prices at the grocery 
store and gas pump, or as a bill handed on 
to their grandchildren. And of those three 
means of paying for spending, regular tax- 
ation is the least evil and least disruptive 
to the economy. Nations with high infla- 
tion and high national debt grow far more 
slowly than nations with low debt and low 
inflation. 

But in order to push for lowered spend- 
ing and an end to deficits, Republicans 
will have to exorcise the deficit legacy of 
the Bush White House from the Republi- 
can Party. In a Bush-era Cabinet meeting 
on deficit spending Bush’s Vice President 
Dick Cheney once quipped, “Reagan 
proved deficits don’t matter.” And with 
many Republicans having taken a pledge 
not to raise taxes, and with the tendency 
of “moderates” to oppose new taxes while 
approving higher spending levels, the re- 
sult has been a federal government with 
trillion-dollar annual deficits. 

In order to solve the fiscal crisis, 
the new Congress will have to form a 
broader view on fiscal discipline than 
the “no tax increases” pledge many have 
taken at the urging of Grover Norquist’s 
Americans for Tax Reform. Opposition 
to taxes must also include opposition to 
debt and inflation as a means of financ- 
ing runaway federal spending. And the 
ascendancy of the Ron Paul movement 
— its eight members is almost a caucus 
capable of swinging a House vote away 
from the GOP leadership and toward 
the Democrats on military spending — 
should cheer constitutionalists on fiscal 
as well as foreign policy issues. Part of 
the reason for the massive deficits is the 
massive increase in military spending 
since 2011, so cuts from military spend- 
ing must be part of any plan to reduce 
the deficit. 
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Tea Party or Tea Party traitor? House Speaker John Boehner (R-Ohio) sent many advocates of 
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fiscally responsible government into a tizzy when he announced that voters had sent a mandate 


to work with the president in a bipartisan fashion. 


The Road Ahead 

Republican consultant Alex Castellanos 
explained the GOP defeat in the race 
for the White House this way on elec- 
tion night: “There are some things that 
Republicans need to fix. We’re against 
big government, unless all of a sudden 


big government agrees with us or we’re 
running it, especially on social issues. 
Freedom nationally, values locally, get 
government out of our lives. I think, you 
know, we saw a lot of excitement from 
Ron Paul coming into the Republican 
Party. We saw a lot of youth there. That’s 


the future of the party, I think. We can’t 
cheat and cut across the track and hug big 
government when it agrees with us.” 

Castellanos made that remark without 
even being aware of the congressional 
elections results and the success of Ron 
Paul’s candidates. “The party’s losses are 
not necessarily our losses,’ Dave Nalle 
similarly wrote for the Republican Liberty 
Caucus website November 9, adding that 
“the balance of power shifted and liberty 
candidates gained seats while the party 
was losing them.” 

Nalle noted that the future prospects for 
constitutionalist-minded candidates has 
never been brighter, as more “Ron Paul 
Republicans” may be headed for Congress 
in two years: “Perhaps most significantly 
hundreds of our endorsees won or held onto 
seats in state government, giving us a very 
deep bench to run for higher office going 
into the 2014 election. Many other great 
candidates ran strong campaigns and came 
awfully close to winning, but the weakness 
of the national campaign and lack of sup- 
port from state and national party organiza- 
tions were challenges they couldn’t over- 
come. With more independent funding and 
resources we expect them to do much better 
in 2014.” 


U.S. Senate: A Bit More Liberal 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


lection night was a tough night for Republican Party U.S. Sen- 
H ate candidates overall, as the GOP lost two U.S. Senate seats, 

despite the fact that the Democrats had far more incumbents to 
defend. Massachusetts U.S. Senator Scott Brown was defeated for re- 
election by Elizabeth Warren 54-46 percent. Tea Party favorite Richard 
Mourdock lost 50-44 percent to Rep. Joe Donnelly (Freedom Index 
score: 32 percent) in the open race to replace Indiana Republican Sena- 
tor Richard Lugar. In a three-way race, and the GOP lost the Maine 
Senate seat being vacated by the retiring liberal Republican Olympia 
Snowe (Freedom Index score: 56 percent) to Independent former Gov- 
ernor Angus King, who is expected to caucus with Senate Democrats. 
Republicans lost two seats overall in the U.S. Senate, and the Demo- 
cratic majority will rise from 53-47 to 55-45 if the two Independent 
senators caucus with the Democrats, as expected. 

Missouri Representative Todd Akin (Freedom Index score: 91 
percent) also lost an insurgent Missouri U.S. Senate race (55-39 
percent) against incumbent Democrat Claire McCaskill, largely 
because of Akin’s quote about “legitimate rape” that was taken out 
of context by the mass media and became an Internet meme. And 
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Florida Congressman Connie Mack (Freedom Index score: 84 per- 
cent) lost a bid to unseat incumbent Senator Bill Nelson (Freedom 
Index score: 15 percent). 

Constitutionalists also had a couple of successes, as Tea Party 
favorite Ted Cruz of Texas won his U.S. Senate race in Texas, 
57-40 percent, over Democratic nominee Paul Sadler. Cruz, who 
was endorsed by local Tea Party organizations and Rep. Ron Paul, 
will replace liberal Republican Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison 
(Freedom Index score: 59 percent). Also, Congressman Jeff Flake 
(Freedom Index score: 82 percent) won a promotion to the U.S. 
Senate to replace retiring Republican Jon Kyl (Freedom Index 
score: 73 percent). 
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al Predictions 


Now that Barack Obama has retained the presidency and Democrats still control the 
Senate, we can forecast U.S. foreign policy, financial policy, and government growth. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ith the reelection of President 

Obama, we may venture to 

make a few predictions about 
the near-term future. Of course, the presi- 
dent is only one element in a political sys- 
tem whose partisan makeup has changed 
little in this latest Election That Matters. 
The House remains in Republican hands 
and the Senate remains Democratic. Re- 
publicans have picked up a few governor- 
ships, but a number of ballot initiatives 
popular with Democrats — the legalization 
of so-called same-sex marriage in Maine 
and Maryland, for instance — passed. If 
this election is any indication, Americans 
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in the aggregate are content with the sta- 
tus quo (which, as the late cartoonist Jeff 
MacNelly once quipped, is “Latin for ‘the 


999 


mess we’re in’’’). 


What are we to expect from a second 
Obama term? Simply put, more of the 
same, but with tax hikes. In his first term 
in office, President Obama and his Demo- 
cratic allies in Congress have shown them- 
selves to be shrewd pragmatists, continuing 
all of the important planks in the bipartisan 
program that has propelled America toward 
receivership and post-constitutional rule for 
several generations. And these planks were 
espoused with equal enthusiasm by candi- 
date Mitt Romney, as they have been by 
every Republican candidate and president 


from Thomas Dewey onward. Pared down 
to their essence, these planks amount to 
three realms of orthodoxy that the leader- 
ship of neither party is permitted to ques- 
tion. These realms are foreign policy, fi- 
nancial policy, and the expansion of federal 
government power at the expense of state 
and local government and individual free- 
dom of choice. 


US. foreign policy has changed little since 
the end of World War I, except that the U.S. 
Congress, in defiance of President Wood- 
row Wilson and the establishment, refused, 
in the wake of that ruinous conflict, to au- 
thorize entry into the League of Nations, 
an organization that was perceived cor- 
rectly as a precursor to world government 
that would require the United States to give 
up a large amount of sovereignty. But with 
U.S. entry into the United Nations, which 
replaced the League of Nations at the end 
of World War II, the die was cast. And from 
that day to this, no U.S. president — and 
precious few even in Congress — has chal- 
lenged U.S. membership in the UN. With 
recent presidencies, starting with George 
H. W. Bush, who sought authorization for 
the Gulf War from the UN Security Coun- 
cil, the United States has come to defer 
more and more to UN authority on matters 
of war and peace. President Obama has 
certainly been no exception, waging war on 
Libya only upon securing UN authorization 
for limited hostilities, and refraining from 
intervening in Syria for want of a Security 
Council mandate. The rightness or wrong- 
ness of such interventionist activities aside, 
the point is that the U.S. government, for all 
practical purposes, has ceded its authority 
over war and peace to an unelected inter- 
national body. 

It is worth noting that the modern state 
of Israel was effectively created by a UN 
General Assembly resolution in Novem- 
ber 1947. Should war break out with Iran 
over the alleged “existential threat” that 
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If this election is any indication, 


Americans in the aggregate are content 
with the status quo (which, as the late 
cartoonist Jeff MacNelly once quipped, is 


“Latin for ‘the mess we’re in’”). 


the Persian state poses to Israel, expect 
the United States to jump in as the lead- 
ing member of the global community’s 
enforcement arm. 

For the United States to play the role of 
the world’s policeman under UN auspices, 
it has been necessary, following the prec- 
edent set with the Korean War, to abandon 
the constitutional requirement that Con- 
gress — not the president, much less an 
international authority like the UN — has 
sole authority to declare war on behalf of 
the United States. No U.S. war since the 
creation of the United Nations has been 
fought under a congressional declaration, 
a circumstance neither President Obama 
nor Mitt Romney has ever expressed any 
intention of rectifying. 

During their three debates, Mitt Romney 


and Barack Obama sparred 
spiritedly over foreign policy 
issues ranging from Israel and 
Tran to trade with China. But, 
as most Americans perceived, 
there were no differences of 
substance. Both men favored 
the decades-old program of 
military interventionism and 
membership in the United 
Nations and affiliated internationalist or- 
ganizations like NATO. Neither uttered so 
much as a whisper about restoring the con- 
gressional authority to declare war, since 
both appear to believe that war has become 
the sole prerogative of the U.S. president, 
with the advice and consent of the United 
Nations. While President Obama is per- 
ceived to be less bellicose than Romney 
and his predecessor George W. Bush — he 
did, to his credit, denounce rather force- 
fully in the debates any rush to military 
involvement in Syria or Iran — make no 
mistake about it: If his superiors at the UN 
Security Council or among America’s for- 
eign policy elites at the Council on Foreign 
Relations and other private, non-elected 
policymaking bodies require him to, he 
will not hesitate to embark on more feck- 


less and expensive overseas military ad- 
ventures, no matter what American public 
opinion has to say about it. 

And within hours of Romney’s conces- 
sion speech, European leaders announced 
a push for new involvement in Syria, in- 
cluding the possible deployment of Patriot 
missile batteries to enforce a no-fly zone 
over a NATO-declared safe haven for the 
Syrian rebels — measures already under 
discussion in secret, but which were kept 
from public view until the reelection of 
Obama. As Shashank Joshi, an analyst 
with London’s Royal United Services 
Institute, a military think tank, told the 
Associated Press, “With the re-election 
of Obama, what you have is a strong con- 
fidence on the British side that the U.S. 
administration will be engaged more on 
Syria from the get-go.” 


Here at Home 

Financially and economically, the United 
States has never in its entire history been in 
graver circumstances, and Obama 2.0 will 
do nothing to rectify matters. Only once be- 
fore has our national debt as a percentage 
of GDP ever exceeded 100 percent: after 
World War II. Back then, be it noted, the 


Bombs away? Will a reelected President Obama opt for military involvement in the Syrian civil war, along the lines of the Libyan intervention? 
Within hours of his reelection, European leaders announced new measures in support of Syrian rebels, but so far, no air campaign against the 


Assad government seems to be in the offing. 
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amount of additional debt stemming from 
future obligations to unfunded mandates 
like Social Security was then nowhere near 
what it is now. In the late 1940s, the Social 
Security program was still in its infancy, 
and Medicare didn’t even exist. Our real 
debt situation, therefore, is incalculably 
worse now than it was 65 years ago. Also, 
much of the cost of government back then 
was eliminated when wartime programs 
were terminated (and yes, the U.S. military 
was scaled back, too). Postwar real cuts in 
the cost of government amounted to at least 
30 percent, and possibly much more. In 
stark contrast, today’s Republican budget 
warriors, like Paul Ryan, are proposing no 
real cuts at all, preferring merely to cut the 
rate of growth in future projected spending 
by a few percentage points, cosmetic flour- 
ishes that provoke howls of outrage from 
Democrats nonetheless. 

The notion of actually cutting real 
government spending below the current 
level — not just slowing its growth — is, 
as Washington insiders like to say, a non- 
starter on Capitol Hill and in the White 
House. And for good reason: Everybody 
in Washington knows that, if more money 
is needed, the Federal Reserve, in cahoots 
with the U.S. Treasury, can create it out 
of thin air simply by issuing more debt. 
This is the reason that no U.S. president in 
the nearly one hundred years of the Fed’s 
existence has ever proposed hobbling or 
eliminating the Federal Reserve System; 
the allure of easy money on credit has 
proven too intoxicating for our venal po- 
litical leaders. And the one candidate in this 
electoral cycle who dared to challenge that 
orthodoxy — Ron Paul — was ridiculed, 
attacked, and, along with his followers, ef- 
fectively shown the door at the Republican 
convention in Tampa. (In the case of almost 
half the Maine delegation, it was literal.) 

If the United States somehow discovers 
the moral fortitude to renounce borrowing 
and spending before financial catastrophe 
supervenes, it will become the first nation 
in world history to do so. A far likelier out- 
come, and one that may overtake us some- 
time in the next four years, is a collapse of 
the entire global fiat money system, includ- 
ing the highly leveraged American dollar. 
The massive debt America has incurred for 
wars of choice, for cradle-to-grave wel- 
farism (including, unhappily, a brand-new 
socialized medical system), and for subsi- 
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Powerless: A passenger submits to the indignities of a TSA patdown, with other digitally 
undressed passengers visible on a computer screen. Far from restoring privacy and other rights 
wrenched away from American citizens post-9/11, President Obama has amplified the police- 
state powers of federal agencies like the TSA. Don’t expect President Obama to change course on 
civil liberties in his second term. 


dies and bailouts too numerous to list, will 
likely never be repaid. Once it dawns on 
America’s creditors that the best they’re 
going to get on their Treasuries will be re- 
payment in massively depreciated dollars, 
things will get interesting. 

Of course, no one can predict when the 
financial tipping point will occur; unfore- 
seeable events, like another major war in 
the Middle East or another costly natural 
disaster, may hasten the day. But it is likely 
that a second Obama term will see many 
more trillions piled on the national debt, 
even as taxes are hiked in a vain effort to 
keep the federal beast properly nourished. 
Under such conditions (which will com- 
mence with the arrival of the new year and 
the tax hikes that will be instituted), another 
steep recession is a certainty. Where we go 
from there, and how quickly, is anybody’s 
guess, although soaring inflation and more 
job losses are foregone conclusions. 
Serious Second Term 
President Obama’s first term saw not only 
an affirmation of the garrison-state mea- 
sures put into effect by his predecessor 
— the Department of Homeland Security, 
the TSA, warrantless wiretapping, the 
Guantanamo gulag, the Patriot Act, and 
so forth — it also strengthened many of 
them. New security measures in airports 


now see passengers strip-searched by 
machine and molested by unaccountable 
agents with blue rubber gloves. The TSA 
has begun taking its act to bus stations 
and even interstate rest areas, searching 
and interrogating travelers at random. 
Predator drones now hunt down and as- 
sassinate alleged enemies of the state, 
including American citizens, with im- 
punity. And, despite Candidate Obama’s 
promises prior to the 2008 election, the 
Guantanamo internment camp continues 
to operate apace, safely beyond the scru- 
tiny of congressional investigators, law- 
yers, and concerned private citizens alike. 

Meanwhile, the federal government 
during the first Obama term amassed 
(“usurped,” the Founders would have said) 
a vast array of new unconstitutional pow- 
ers, including unprecedented controls over 
the financial and insurance sectors and, of 
course, the nationalization of healthcare. 
Among many other things, the recent elec- 
tion, combined with last summer’s Su- 
preme Court decision upholding Obama- 
Care, has all but guaranteed that socialized 
medicine, once almost universally viewed 
as un-American, is here to stay, outside of 
state nullification. 

Unfortunately, Candidate Romney of- 
fered few contrasts with President Obama, 
with nearly identical takes on foreign poli- 
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To your health: Mitt Romney as Massachusetts governor signed sweeping state healthcare 
legislation that became the model for ObamaCare. What are the chances Romney, had he been 
elected, would have kept his promise to repeal Obama’s socialized medicine? 


cy issues, and a gubernatorial track record 
in Massachusetts that featured the creation 
of a system of state-controlled healthcare 
that included compulsory insurance, and 
which was the model for ObamaCare. 
Governor Romney also signed into law 
onerous new anti-firearms legislation, 
and was avowedly pro-abortion until his 
comparatively recent political epiphany. 
Not surprisingly, the American electorate 
concluded that a Romney administration 
would be little different than Obama (ex- 
cept, perhaps, in fiscal matters), and opted 
to stick with the devil they knew. 

In broader terms, it is difficult to escape 
the new demographic realities that the 2012 
election has brought into sharp focus (to the 
gloating delight of the Democratic Party 
and its more radical constituencies). Huge 
numbers of new Hispanic immigrants, who 


lf the United States somehow discovers 

the moral fortitude to renounce borrowing 
and spending before financial catastrophe 
supervenes, it will become the first nation 


in world history to do so. 


have a strong cultural preference for wel- 
farism, are changing the political map all 
over the South and West. According to the 
Washington Post, one in 10 voters nation- 
ally was Hispanic in 2012, for the first time 
ever, ensuring that formerly conservative 
western states like Colorado, Nevada, and 
New Mexico are now reliably Democratic 
and pro-Big Government. 

Today’s senior citizenry, except for the 
very superannuated, grew up in the post- 
Depression culture of entitlement; almost 
no one left alive can remember pre-New 
Deal America. Meanwhile, the rising gen- 
eration is supportive of what used to be 
viewed as ultra-radical attacks on Ameri- 
can culture, including most prominently 
the legal countenance not only of the ho- 
mosexual lifestyle but now, via successful 
ballot initiatives in Maine, Maryland, and 
Washington state, so-called 
same-sex marriage. The 
“swing state” of Wisconsin 
not only repudiated the Rom- 
ney-Ryan ticket resound- 
ingly, it also sent to Wash- 
ington the nation’s first-ever 
openly homosexual senator 
in Tammy Baldwin. 

In a word, young Ameri- 
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cans mostly reject the cultural and moral 
values of a generation ago; growing minor- 
ity constituencies, especially Hispanics, 
clamor for immigration reform (read: am- 
nesty and open doors); unionized workers 
now expect their employers to be bailed out 
in hard times; and senior citizens have little 
appetite for scaling back costly government 
programs on which they have come to de- 
pend, especially Social Security and Medi- 
care. The old Right, traditionally included 
in the Republican Party, is dwindling. 
“We’re going the way of the dinosaurs,” ad- 
mitted Florida GOP strategist David John- 
son to the Washington Post. “The meteor’s 
already hit, and we’re just trying to wonder 
what the blast zone will look like.” 

But the Republican constituency and the 
freedom constituency, while traditionally 
overlapping, are not the same, especially 
in the era of Ron Paul and Gary Johnson. 
The Republican Party, with its decades of 
me-tooism and broken promises, has little 
lingering appeal for many people commit- 
ted to limited constitutional government 
and laissez-faire economics. The only re- 
alistic chance that the freedom constituen- 
cy ever had of wresting the reins of power 
from the GOP establishment was with the 
Goldwater candidacy in 1964. Since then, 
with the exception of a handful of GOP 
congressmen who have mostly been pre- 
vented from wielding any clout on Capitol 
Hill, the GOP has been the party of Less 
Big Government Than the Other Guys, 
and its most visible mouthpieces, from 
the radio talk-show warriors to effete, for- 
mer Trotskyite neocons, have made sure 
that the party has toed the liberal interna- 
tionalist establishment line in all the criti- 
cal areas of orthodoxy. A Mitt Romney 
presidency would have been no different; 
perhaps Romney’s defeat betokens the dis- 
integration of a Republican constituency 
that has been such an enervating distrac- 
tion to the freedom movement. 

We may expect that the partisans of 
Big Government and social revolution 
will continue to find a home in a hyper- 
charged Democratic Party and a champion 
in Barack Obama and his epigones in the 
new Congress. But the real story of the 
next four years, other than the looming 
fiscal catastrophe, will be the reconstitu- 
tion of the freedom movement outside the 
framework of the GOP, and the vigor it 
will eventually assume. 
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The Disaster That Should Have Sunk Obama — and Still Could 


Evidence has surfaced that Obama and his administration 
intentionally left Benghazi diplomats unsafe and, after the 
9/11 attack, tried to cover up their actions regarding Libya. 


by William F. Jasper 


resident Barack Obama has sur- 

vived Benghazigate — thus far. 

In the weeks and days leading up 
to the November 6 elections, President 
Obama, Secretary of State Hillary Clin- 
ton, and their advisors, no doubt, had con- 
tainment of this Libyan fiasco foremost 
in their minds. Would toxic details of the 
deadly debacle leak out and spell doom for 
the struggling administration in the clos- 
ing hours of the campaign? 

A CBS News national telephone poll 
of likely voters conducted October 25-28 
did not portend well for Team Obama. 
Locked in a dead heat with Mitt Rom- 
ney, and with the economy in shambles 
and sliding toward a fiscal cliff, unem- 
ployment sky high, and a looming debt 
tsunami, the last thing the Obama White 
House could afford was a late-inning 
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foreign policy disaster, especially when 
Obama propagandists were touting for- 
eign policy and national security as their 
candidate’s great strength. 

According to the CBS poll, only 38 
percent of voters approved of President 
Obama’s handling of the September 11 
attack on the U.S. mission in Benghazi, 
Libya, that left four Americans dead: U.S. 
Ambassador J. Christopher Stevens, his 
assistant Sean Smith, and former Navy 
SEALs Tyrone Woods and Glen Doherty. 
Over half of all voters (51 percent) and 
57 percent of Independents disapproved 
of his handling of Benghazi. 

Even though the conventional wisdom 
held that pocketbook issues would deter- 
mine the outcome of the race, Benghazi 
could have spelled the end for Obama. 
The numbers were looking very bad, and 
that was even with the overwhelmingly 
pro-Obama mainstream media bending 


President Barack Obama, accompanied by 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, speaks on 
September 14, 2012, at Andrews Air Force 
Base, Maryland, at the ceremony marking the 
return to the United States of the remains of 
the four Americans killed in the September 11 
attack in Benghazi, Libya. 


over backward to cover for the White 
House and keep Libya off the media radar 
screens. As more and more troubling de- 
tails about Benghazi began leaking out, 
the major corporate media smothered the 
facts and stuck to the White House talk- 
ing points. 

The full details about precisely what 
transpired at the American “consulate” 
in Benghazi on the night of September 
11, 2012, still remain largely suppressed 
by the Obama administration and its ac- 
complices in the major media. However, 
the damning evidence that has surfaced 
paints an ugly picture of a commander 
in chief who ignored months of repeated 
warnings about escalating violence and 
terrorist activity in Benghazi, ignored 
and/or denied requests for additional se- 
curity, and after the attack on our “con- 
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Most of President Obama’s harshest 
Benghazi critics have focused on these 
twin security failures: failure to heed the 


prior warnings of those on the ground in 
Libya, and failure to aid our forces after 
they had come under attack. 


sulate” began, refused to send adequate 
backup and assistance to the American 
defenders who were vastly outnumbered 
and under fire. 

Most of President Obama’s harshest 
Benghazi critics have focused on these twin 
security failures: failure to heed the prior 
warnings of those on the ground in Libya, 
and failure to aid our forces after they had 
come under attack. In addition, critics have 
blasted the administration for its coverup 
of these failures, most especially its insis- 
tence for weeks that the attack on the U.S. 
mission in Benghazi was not a coordinated 
terrorist attack but a spontaneous demon- 


stration over an anti-Muslim 
video, Innocence of Muslims, 
that escalated out of control. 
(For a more extensive review 
of the White House disinfor- 
mation campaign claiming 
the Benghazi attack resulted 
from a reaction to the video, 
see Alex Newman’s “Cor- 
rection, Please!” on page 
41) However, what is far 
more damning for President 
Obama, and potentially far more damaging 
politically, is the charge that the so-called 
U.S. consulate in Benghazi was actually 
a staging center utilized by the adminis- 
tration for meetings between Ambassador 
Stevens and militant jihadist leaders and as 
a distribution center for supplying weapons 
to these anti-American jihadists, including 
al-Qaeda affiliates. 


Investigative reporter/best-selling author/ 
radio talk-show host Aaron Klein began 
reporting in September that according 
to his Middle East sources, Ambassador 
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Deadly coverup: The Obama administration has stonewalled all efforts to discover what happened during the September 11, 2012 attack on the U.S. 


Stevens and other U.S. personnel were 
involved in the Obama administration’s 
effort to destabilize and overthrow the 
government of Syria. Klein, the Jerusalem 
bureau chief for WorldNetDaily (WND), 
wrote in a September 24 WND column: 


Christopher Stevens, the U.S. am- 
bassador murdered in Libya, played 
a central role in recruiting jihadists 
to fight Bashar al-Assad’s regime in 
Syria, according to Egyptian security 
officials speaking to WND. 

Stevens served as a key contact 
with the Saudis to coordinate the re- 
cruitment by Saudi Arabia of Islamic 
fighters from North Africa and Libya. 
The jihadists were sent to Syria via 
Turkey to attack Assad’s forces, said 
the security officials. 


This reporter interviewed Aaron Klein 
in Appleton, Wisconsin, on October 23, 
where he appeared at a joint speaking 
engagement with New Zealand author/re- 
searcher Trevor Loudon, author of Barack 
Obama and the Enemies Within. 
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“consulate” (above) and CIA annex in Benghazi, Libya, in which U.S. Ambassador J. Christopher Stevens, his assistant Sean Smith, and ex-Navy 
SEALs Glen Doherty (left) and Tyrone Woods (right) were killed. 
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Klein emphatically took issue with the 
numerous media reports that referred to 
the U.S. compound that was attacked on 
September 11 as a “U.S. consulate,” and 
explained why that distinction is important. 

“Tt was not a consulate,” Aaron Klein 
told THE NEw AMkRICAN. “According to 
Middle East security officials I talked 
to, this was a major meeting point — I 
would say the central meeting point — 
for the American diplomats, including 
Christopher Stevens, the U.S. Ambas- 
sador who was killed, to meet with offi- 
cials of Turkey, Saudi Arabia, and Qatar, 
about supplying the opposition in Syria 
and Libya. Well, who is the opposition? 
In Libya, the opposition openly included 
jihadists, included al-Qaeda elements. In 
Syria, right now, the al-Qaeda elements 
are leading the opposition.... According 
to the different sources I spoke to, what 
we have here is a U.S. policy of arming 
rebels, knowing or not knowing — but 
I can’t understand how they would not 
know — that many of these rebels are 
jihadists.” 


These revelations are not at all shock- 
ing to those who are familiar with the 
Obama administration’s record of support 
for virulently anti-American Islamists in 
Libya, including those closely allied with 
al-Qaeda. As we have reported previ- 
ously in THE NEw AMERICAN, the Obama 
administration’s “Arab Spring” strategy 
infamously embraced terror “Emir” Ab- 
delhakim Belhadj and his Libyan Islamic 
Fighting Group. 

The LIFG’s role in Libya as an al-Qae- 
da franchise was no secret. A 2007 study 
by the Combating Terrorism Center at the 
U.S. Military Academy at West Point en- 
titled Al-Qa’ida’s Foreign Fighters in Iraq 
reported: 


Recent political developments in 
Afghanistan and Pakistan, the prev- 
alence of Libyan fighters in Iraq, 
and evidence of a well-established 
smuggling route for Libyans through 
Egypt, suggests that Libyan factions 
(primarily the Libyan Islamic Fight- 
ing Group) are increasingly impor- 
tant in al-Qa’ida. 


The West Point study by Joseph Felter 
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Media lapdogs: The pro-Obama major media steadfastly covered for the administration, 
ignoring the glaring holes in its Benghazi narrative. At the second presidential debate, CNN's 
Candy Crowley (above) abandoned her moderator role to take Obama’s side when Romney 


brought up the Libyan fiasco. 


and Brian Fishman is based on an exten- 
sive cache of documents captured by U.S. 
forces in the Sinjar District of Iraq, includ- 
ing profiles of hundreds of foreign fight- 
ers who were engaged in killing U.S. and 
NATO personnel. 

The Libyan Islamic Fighting Group is 
listed by our National Counterterrorism 
Center and the U.S. Department of State’s 
Bureau of Counterterrorism as a “Desig- 
nated Foreign Terrorist Organization.” The 
United Nations Security Council likewise 
lists the LIFG as an al-Qaeda-affiliated 
terrorist group. Nevertheless, Abdelhakim 
Belhadj and the LIFG received blessings 
(and aid) from the Obama administration. 
After Libyan dictator Moammar Gadhafi 
was overthrown, Belhadj was installed as 
the chief of the Military Council in the 
new U.S.-backed “rebel” regime in Trip- 
oli. And Belhadj is only one of several 
notorious terrorists aided by the United 
States in our “humanitarian intervention” 
in Libya. 


However, while the Obama administra- 
tion appears to have been hell-bent on 
providing aid to some of the worst terror- 
ist elements in Libya, it repeatedly denied 
basic security to the Americans who were 
tasked with carrying out its policies. One 
thing that is not disputed is the fact that 


in the months leading up to the Septem- 
ber 11 attacks on the U.S. compounds in 
Benghazi, the area had become increas- 
ingly dangerous and Ambassador Stevens 
and others had repeatedly requested that 
security be beefed up. Those requests 
fell on deaf ears. At a hearing before 
the House Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee on October 10, se- 
curity officers testified concerning their 
exasperation at being denied increased 
security by State Department higher-ups 
during the escalating violence occurring 
around them in Libya. 

“We were fighting a losing battle. We 
couldn’t even keep what we had,” said 
Lt. Col. Andrew Wood, former head of a 
16-member U.S. military team that helped 
protect the embassy in Tripoli. 

A February 2012 e-mail from foreign- 
service officer Shawn P. Crowley to Eric 
A. Nordstrom, then chief security officer 
at the U.S. Embassy in Tripoli, about the 
“lack of security” at the compound in 
Benghazi paints a grim picture. “Apolo- 
gies for being a broken record, but begin- 
ning tomorrow, Benghazi will be down 
two agents,” Crowley wrote, noting that 
“we have no drivers and new local guard 
contract employees have no experience 
driving armored vehicles.” 

The State Department’s Eric Nordstrom 
was likewise frustrated and testified re- 
garding a conversation he had with a State 
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Department official when asking for more 
agents on the ground. After being denied 
the requested security detail, Nordstrom 
said he told the State Department official: 


You know what (is) most frustrating 
about this assignment? It’s not the 
hardships, it’s not the gunfire, it’s not 
the threats. It’s dealing and fighting 
against the people, programs and per- 
sonnel who are supposed to be sup- 
porting me.... For me, the Taliban is 
on the inside of the building. 


On October 19, Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee Chairman Darrell Issa 
(R-Calif.) and National Security Subcom- 
mittee Chairman Jason Chaffetz (R-Utah) 
sent President Obama a letter and 166 pages 
of documents related to security threats and 
the process of “normalization” in Libya. 
The letter requested that the White House 
respond to questions about its role in the de- 
cision to have the U.S. diplomatic mission 
in Libya pursue a course of “normalization” 
that was intended to help create the percep- 
tion of success in Libya and contrast it to 
U.S. operations in Iraq and Afghanistan. 


The letter by Reps. Issa and Chaffetz 
states: 


Information supplied to the commit- 
tee by senior officials demonstrates 
that not only did the administration 
repeatedly reject requests for in- 
creased security despite escalating 
violence, but it also systematically 
decreased existing security to dan- 
gerous and ineffective levels. We 
have been told repeatedly that the 
administration did this to effectuate 
a policy of ‘normalization’ in Libya 
after the conclusion of its civil war. 
These actions not only resulted in 
extreme vulnerability, but also un- 
dermined Ambassador Stevens and 
the diplomatic mission. 


“Multiple warnings about security threats 
were contained in Ambassador Stevens’ 
own words in multiple cables sent to 
Washington, D.C., and were manifested 
by two prior bombings of the Benghazi 
compound and an assassination attempt 
on the British ambassador,” the Issa- 
Chaffetz letter continued. “The American 


Adm. James A. Lyons, (inset photo) former commander of the U.S. Pacific Fleet and “father” 
of the Navy SEALs’ Red Cell counterterrorism unit, has blasted the Obama administration 

for failing to use the air and commando assets at nearby Sigonella Naval Air Station in Sicily 
(pictured below) to defend Americans in Benghazi. 
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people deserve nothing less than a full ex- 
planation from this administration about 
these events, including why the repeated 
warnings about a worsening security situ- 
ation appear to have been ignored by this 
administration. Americans also deserve a 
complete explanation about your admin- 
istration’s decision to accelerate a nor- 
malized presence in Libya at what now 
appears to be at the cost of endangering 
American lives. These critical foreign 
policy decisions are not made by low 
or mid-level career officials — they are 
typically made through a structured and 
well-reasoned process that includes the 
National Security Council at the White 
House.” 

Rather than respond substantively to 
the serious questions posed by the com- 
mittee chairmen, the White House and 
its surrogates in Congress and the media 
went on the attack, accusing Chairman 
Issa of leaking classified documents that 
compromised national security and endan- 
gered the lives of Libyans, by revealing 
the identities of those who are cooperat- 
ing with the United States. However, a 
perusal of the documents appears to bear 
out Rep. Issa’s assertion that these claims 
by Obama defenders are baseless and are 
aimed at diverting attention from the on- 
going coverup of a Libyan policy that was, 
at best, irresponsible. 
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In an October 28 op-ed in the Washing- 
ton Times entitled “Obama needs to come 
clean on what happened in Benghazi,” 
retired Admiral James A. Lyons charged 
that there is “an urgent need for full dis- 
closure of what has become the ‘Benghazi 
Betrayal and Cover-up.” 

“The Obama national security team, 
including CIA, DNI and the Pentagon, 
apparently watched and listened to the as- 
sault on the U.S. consulate and cries for 
help but did nothing,” wrote Adm. Lyons, 
who was commander in chief of the U.S. 
Pacific Fleet. 

“If someone had described a fictional 
situation with a similar scenario and de- 
scribed our leadership ignoring the pleas 
for help, I would have said it was not real- 
istic — not in my America — but I would 
have been proven wrong,” he continued. 

According to Adm. Lyons: 


We now know why Ambassador 
Christopher Stevens had to be in 
Benghazi the night of 9/11 to meet a 
Turkish representative, even though 
he feared for his safety. According to 
various reports, one of Stevens’ main 
missions in Libya was to facilitate the 
transfer of much of Gadhafi’s mili- 
tary equipment, including the deadly 
SA-7 — portable SAMs — to Is- 
lamists and other al Qaeda-affiliated 
groups fighting the Assad Regime in 
Syria... 

Once the attack commenced at 
10:00 p.m. Libyan time (4:00 p.m. 
EST), we know the mission security 
staff immediately contacted Wash- 
ington and our embassy in Tripoli. It 
now appears the White House, Pen- 
tagon, State Department, CIA, NDI, 
JCS and various other military com- 
mands monitored the entire battle in 
real time via frantic phone calls from 
our compound and video from an 
overhead drone. The cries for help 
and support went unanswered. 


“Our Benghazi mission personnel, includ- 
ing our two former Navy SEALs, fought 
for seven hours without any assistance 
other than help from our embassy in Trip- 
oli, which launched within 30 minutes 
an aircraft carrying six Americans and 
16 Libyan security guards,’ Adm. Lyons 
noted. “It is understood they were instru- 
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Rep. Darrell Issa, chairman of the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee, and 
one of the leading congressional critics investigating the Benghazi coverup, charged that the 
Obama administration put its “normalization” policy in Libya ahead of protecting Americans. 


mental in helping 22 of our Benghazi mis- 
sion personnel escape the attack.” 

Was there more that could have been 
done? Absolutely, says Adm. Lyons. “The 
Obama national security team, includ- 
ing CIA, DNI, State Department and the 
Pentagon, watched and listened to the as- 
sault but did nothing to answer repeated 
calls for assistance,” he charged. “It has 
been reported that President Obama met 
with Vice President Joseph R. Biden and 
Secretary of Defense Leon Panetta in the 
Oval Office, presumably to see what sup- 
port could be provided. After all, we had 
very credible military resources within 
striking distance. At our military base in 
Sigonella, Sicily, which is slightly over 
400 miles from Benghazi, we had a fully 
equipped Special Forces unit with both 
transport and jet strike aircraft preposi- 
tioned. Certainly this was 
a force much more capable 
than the 22-man force from 
our embassy in Tripoli.” 

Adm. Lyons stated: 


I also understand we had a C-130 
gunship available, which would have 
quickly disposed of the terrorist at- 
tackers. This attack went on for seven 
hours. Our fighter jets could have 
been at our Benghazi mission with- 
in an hour. Our Special Forces out 
of Sigonella could have been there 
within a few hours. There is not any 
doubt that action on our part could 
have saved the lives of our two for- 
mer Navy SEALs and possibly the 
ambassador. 


“Having been in a number of similar 
situations, I know you have to have the 
courage to do what’s right and take im- 
mediate action,” says Adm. Lyons. “Ob- 
viously, that courage was lacking for 
Benghazi. The safety of your personnel 


It’s charged that the so-called U.S. 
consulate in Benghazi was actually a 


staging center utilized by the administration 


I know those Special 
Forces personnel were 
ready to leap at the op- 
portunity. There is no 
doubt in my mind they 
would have wiped out the 
terrorists attackers.... 


for meetings between Ambassador Stevens 
and militant jihadist leaders and as a 
distribution center for supplying weapons to 
these anti-American jihadists. 
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AP Images <A 


AP Images 


U.S. Ambassador J. Christopher Stevens, who was killed in the September 11, 2012 Benghazi 
attack, is shown here speaking to media at an April 11, 2011 meeting of African Union officials 


and Libyan opposition leaders in Benghazi, Libya. 


always remains paramount. With all the 
technology and military capability we 
had in theater, for our leadership to have 
deliberately ignored the pleas for assis- 
tance is not only incomprehensible, it is 
un-American. Somebody high up in the 
administration made the decision that no 
assistance (outside our Tripoli embassy) 
would be provided, and let our people be 
killed. The person who made that callous 
decision needs to be brought to light and 
held accountable.” 

Adm. Lyons’ charges followed reports 
on FOX News on October 26 that opera- 
tors at the CIA annex in Benghazi, about 
a mile from the compound where Am- 
bassador Stevens was under attack, had 
been ordered to “stand down” rather than 
respond when the initial attack began. 
Charles Woods, the father of ex-Navy 
SEAL Tyrone Woods, who was killed in 
a later attack on the CIA annex, went ona 
number of radio and television programs 
to blast President Obama and Secretary 
Clinton for their “cowardice” in failing 
to protect his son and the other trapped 
Americans. 

In an interview on the nationally broad- 
cast Lars Larson radio show, Woods told of 
meeting Barack Obama and Hillary Clin- 
ton at the publically broadcast memorial 
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service for the slain Americans at Andrews 
Air Force Base only days after the attack. 

“When [Obama] came over to our little 
area” at Andrews Air Force Base, said 
Woods, “he kind of just mumbled, you 
know, ‘I’m sorry.’ His face was looking 
at me, but his eyes were looking over my 
shoulder like he could not look me in the 
eye. And it was not a sincere, ‘I’m really 
sorry, you know, that your son died,’ but 
it was totally insincere, more of whining 
type, ‘I’m sorry.’” 

Woods said that shaking President 
Obama’s hands at his son’s memorial ser- 
vice was “like shaking hands with a dead 
fish.” “It just didn’t feel right,” he said of 
his meeting with Obama. “And now that 
it’s coming out that apparently the White 
House situation room was watching our 
people die in real time, as this was hap- 
pening,” Woods said. 

Team Obama responded to these rev- 
elations with more stonewalling and 
denial. Retired U.S. Army General Jack 
Keane, former Army vice chief of staff, 
was trotted out on National Public Radio 
to provide a plausible timeline and an ex- 
planation of why more was not done to 
aid the besieged Americans in Benghazi. 
Gen. Keane, interestingly, conceded that 
the Benghazi compound “was essentially 


defenseless.” “And we should never have 
left it in a defenseless status that it was 
in,” said Keane. “That was certainly trag- 
ic and, frankly, irresponsible.” But, said 
Gen. Keane, the administration did ev- 
erything possible to assist the Americans 
in Benghazi once they came under attack. 
According to Keane, we did not have the 
proper assets at our Sigonella base to 
reach the besieged compounds in time. 

Steve Elson, an ex-Navy SEAL, says 
he doesn’t buy Gen. Keane’s explana- 
tion. “That’s more coverup,” he told THE 
NEw AMERICAN. “From my experience, 
and knowing the assets available to the 
military and Special Ops units, I would 
say that Admiral Lyons’ assessment is 
far more credible,” said Elson. “Lyons 
has been in charge of the Pacific and has 
utilized those assets. There’s no way that 
fight should have gone on for 6-7 hours 
without air assistance at least. Our jets 
could have been there within an hour.” 

“The Benghazi response — or, more 
accurately, Obama’s failure to respond 
in Benghazi — is completely in keeping 
with this administration’s record,” Elson 
said. “It fits completely with his traitor- 
ous ROE [rules of engagement] for our 
troops in Afghanistan and Iraq, which 
had them going on patrol and facing the 
enemy without being allowed to have 
their weapons loaded! How can you order 
men into battle and then handcuff them 
like that? It’s immoral and treasonous! I 
don’t pull any punches or mince words 
on that, and I can assure you all of the 
soldiers, sailors, marines, special opera- 
tors I’ve talked to feel the same way. And 
Benghazi is just more of the same.” 

An active-duty Navy SEAL who asked 
to remain anonymous concurred with 
Steve Elson. “Everyone in the Special 
Ops community detests the way Obama 
exploited the [Osama] bin Laden take- 
down,” says the SEAL. “He rushed to 
reveal sensitive sources and methods to 
score political points, to appear macho, 
even though it compromises future opera- 
tions and endangers our lives. To him it 
didn’t matter; we’re expendable, like the 
Americans in Benghazi.” 

“If Congress and the American people 
allow President Obama to get away with 
this,’ Steve Elson told THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, “we'll be seeing repetitions of it 
happening all across the globe.” 
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PROEOUND POLITICAL PUNDIT 


Though Joseph Sobran has passed on, his writings live on — and remain worthwhile 
because he had a sharp intellect, which he used to dissect fallacious claims and beliefs. 


by John F. McManus 


Joseph Sobran: The National Review Years, edited by Fran Grif- 
fin, Vienna, Virginia: FGF Books, 2012, 216 pages, hardcover. 


friendly, humor-filled, and gentle man who gave every- 

one he associated with the belief that they were special. 
To have read many of his vast outpouring of commentaries or 
to have listened to his speeches was to know a master of the 
language, a determined upholder of traditional values, and as 
elegant a wordsmith as anyone in his time. Joe passed away in 
2010 at the not-so-old age of 64. 

Raised in Michigan, he came to the attention of William 
Buckley when, as a student at Eastern Michigan University in 
1971, he defended his eventual employer’s right to speak at the 
campus after one of the institution’s liberal professors had ob- 
jected. Buckley delighted in what Sobran stated in a letter pub- 
lished in the campus newspaper and quickly hired him before 
someone else recognized and grabbed his talent. Their associa- 
tion lasted 21 years, broken after Joe publicly disagreed with 
the increasingly obvious neoconservative stance Buckley and 
National Review had adopted. 

The book Joseph Sobran: The National Review Years, con- 
taining more than 30 of Joe’s columns from National Review, 
doesn’t mention the breakup. Nor does it contain any of the 
thoughts Joe penned for the Los Angeles Times Syndicate, 
Universal Press Syndicate, the Catholic weekly Wanderer, or 
Chronicles magazine. It does, however, give the reader a deli- 
cious serving of excellent writing, good thinking, and poignant 
humor. Joe was a man who saw something about which to 
chuckle in almost everything. His disdain for many of the na- 
tion’s political leaders led him to conclude, “When most politi- 
cians wrestle with their conscience, they win.” That particular 
Sobranism would be hard to beat — even by Joe himself. 

While many books have a Foreword, few also add a Preface, 
an Introduction, and an Afterword. This book has all four, and 
each is distinctive. In the Foreword, Pat Buchanan saluted the 
“range of Joe’s interests and the quality of his insights.” A friend 
of many years, Buchanan delighted when Joe wrote: “The media 
are so saturated with myth that it’s fair to see ‘news’ as an early 
stage on the assembly line whose final product is a New York 
Times editorial.” 

Publisher Fran Griffin wrote that Joe was not only “witty and 
engaging” but a creature who could ably “expound on politics, 
religion, sports, current events, books, movies, classical music, 
and even singers.” Tom Bethell’s Preface noted that Joe “was the 
intellectual equivalent of a natural athlete who can reach Olym- 
pic standards with no training.’ And Ann Coulter’s Afterword 


T o have known Joe Sobran is to have known a kind, 
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JOSEPH SOBRAN 


THE NATIONAL REVIEW YEARS 


— 
_, 


Ann Coulter 


Patrick J. Buchanan 
Tom Bethell 


Fran Griffin 


summed up the man who, though old enough to have been her 
father, became her close ally: “He was as loyal a friend as could 
be imagined, old-school chivalrous, warm and funny, generous 
to a fault — including with his ideas — and genuinely happy 
about his friends’ successes, even in writing, a freakishly rare 
sentiment among writers.” 

It doesn’t take long when reading this collection of Joe’s 
columns to become aware of his great love for Shakespeare. 
Joe once told me that “to live life with the English language 
without knowing Shakespeare is to have missed out on its 
best.” He even wrote a book claiming to know the bard’s real 
identity. Presented with a line from any one of Shakespeare’s 
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voluminous outpourings, Joe would pro- 
vide what followed, with hardly a pause. 

Joe inwardly agonized over what was 
being done to the America he loved, not 
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only its shift leftward politically but es- 
pecially its cultural decline. Criticizing 
liberals for their many contributions to 
slovenliness and immorality, he insisted 
in one of the book’s essays that “behind 
all their organizations — civil rights, 
feminist, civil libertarian, consumerist, 
environmentalist, sexual, homosexual 
— lurks a Socialist model. They want 
a certain kind of regime, almost always 
requiring bigger and more centralized 
state power.” 

A great fan of baseball, he was photo- 
graphed in a New York Yankee uniform 
(the photo appears in the book), and he 
began a column saluting the national pas- 
time with: 


Ted Williams began his autobiogra- 
phy by saying that when he was a kid, 
his only ambition was to have people 
say, as he walked down the street, 
“There goes the greatest hitter who 
ever lived.” My own autobiography 
could start the same way. It would 
end a little differently, though. 
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Joe’s demise at National Review resulted 
largely from his criticism of undeclared 
war, such as the UN-authorized 2001 
attack against Iraq. Before that year 
ended, Buckley suggested that Joe, Pat 
Buchanan, and others were tainted with 
anti-Semitism. No evidence, just a nasty 
suggestion. That kind of mere hinting 
regularly serves as a dagger in a person’s 
reputation. Joe’s response trenchantly 
noted that “being fired isn’t nearly as bad 
as being betrayed.” 


In later years, Joe issued his 
thoughts via a newsletter contain- 
ing columns that were no longer 
syndicated. We can only hope that 
these, too, will eventually appear 
in book form. For now, Sobran fans 
and anyone else who wants a taste 
of good thinking, great writing, and 
unabashed loyalty to what made 
America great, can find it in this 
anthology. 


John McManus can be reached at jmcmanus@jbs.org. 
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Hero at Home 


On October 30, Iraq War veteran Nick 
McCallon and his pregnant wife, Felicia, 
were on their way to dinner when they wit- 
nessed a terrible car accident. They imme- 
diately sprang into action. 

SeattlePi.com reported, “Nick and his 
wife jumped into action to help contain the 
situation — Nick performing combat life 
saving techniques on the elderly woman 
who was involved and Felicia distracting 
the father whose seven year old son was 
killed instantly as a result of the accident.” 

“There was no hesitation whatsoever. 
I just kind of went. I got to the vehicles 
before the smoke had even cleared,” said 
McCallon. 

Nick did his best to perform CPR on the 
little boy, but his efforts were futile; the 
child had no pulse. Fortunately, his efforts 
did manage to stabilize the elderly woman 
until paramedics arrived. 


Hurricane Sandy Heroes 


Despite the devastation that characterized 
Hurricane Sandy, stories of heroes have 
emerged, some of which are tragic. 

Artur Kasprzak, for example, was an 
off-duty NYPD officer who drowned in 
raging flood waters during a rescue as 
Hurricane Sandy battered the East Coast. 

Kasprzak, just 28, had rescued seven 
members of his family, reported the Huff- 
ington Post online, including his 15-month- 
old son, from flood waters that filled the 
basement of his Staten Island home. 

Kasprzak managed to get the members 
of his family to safety in the attic and told 
his family that he would check the base- 
ment just once more. Unfortunately, he 
never returned. 

The family called 911, but the NYPD 
and other rescuers were unable to get 
near Kasprzak’s home because of downed 
power lines. 

The Huffington Post reported, “A search 
party finally entered the home around 7 
a.m. Tuesday, finding Kasprzak’s body in 
the basement.” 

Friends had plenty of kind words to say 
about him. 

“He was a brave guy,” said Tommy 
Krol. “He loved being a cop.” 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


And Kasprzak’s commanding officer 
told the Daily News, “He was really a great 
guy, well-liked, very professional and hard- 
working. It was very difficult ... when I had 
to tell everyone. It’s heart-breaking, to be 
honest with you.” 

In another instance in Rockaway 
Beach, retired firefighter Pete Brady 
felt compelled to act when he noticed 
flames blocks away from his home, as 
flood waves began to break on the street 
outside. 

Joined by his friend Brendan Stackpole, 
Pete ventured through the flood waters to- 
ward the flames, holding on to Stackpole. 

The online Daily Beast writes, “They 
reached the scene just as a fire company 
commanded by Pete’s brother, Lt. Mike 
Brady, managed to get there. Pete and 
Brendan pitched in, along with two of 
Pete’s nephews, one a firefighter, another 
on the list to join.” 

The fire reportedly engulfed nearly half a 
block of buildings, but thankfully, the area 
had been evacuated before it broke out. The 
fire was enormous and took the work of not 
only the on-duty firemen but volunteers like 
Brendan and Pete to get it under control. 

Fortunately, the fire was stopped and 
Brendan and Pete made it back to their 
home unharmed. 

Later, Brendan planted a flag nearby 
in what had been a sea wall. He intended 
the flag to be a sign of encouragement for 
those would eventually return to the scene 
after the hurricane passed and would be 
met by such deterring devastation. 

Lifeguards Russ Gehweiler, Jr. and 
Tracey Keelen, Russ’s girlfriend, helped 
nearly 50 people evacuate from a flood- 
ravaged neighborhood the day after Hur- 
ricane Sandy hit New Jersey. 

The two left their home in Toms River, 
New Jersey, the day after the storm had hit, 
to check on Gehweiler’s father, who lived 
on a lagoon off Barnegat Bay. Expecting 
the worst, they wore their wetsuits and 
packed towels into their Jeep and headed 
to Russ, Sr.’s home. 

In their approach to Russ’s home on 
Farragut Drive, however, they found 
themselves in a neighborhood with water 
waist-deep, approximately one mile 
from Russ’s father’s house. The two got 


out of their vehicle. Keelen stayed with 
the vehicle while Russ began to wade to- 
ward his father’s home. Finding a stray 
surfboard, Russ was able to paddle the 
rest of the way, noticing neighbors who 
were stranded. He yelled to them that he 
would come back for them after he res- 
cued his dad. 

He reached his father’s home, and was 
pleasantly surprised to find his father’s 
1976 Van Duyne rescue boat at the house, a 
boat that his father had intended to sell. The 
boat was tied to the trailer on his father’s 
truck, so Russ used a knife to cut it free. 

“The boat sprang to the surface like a 
cork,” Gehweiler says. “I hopped in and 
started to bail out the water, and she was 
ready to go. I was like, ‘Now it’s gonna get 
good.” 

Gehweiler shuttled his father and 
neighbors to safety, and after an hour, 
began to wonder about his girlfriend 
Keelen, as he did not see her by their 
Jeep. He asked someone, “Have you seen 
my girlfriend?” 

“And a guy asks, “The blonde?” Gehwei- 
ler said. “And I turned around and there she 
is helping get people out of the water. At 
that point, she got in the boat with me and 
we started working together. It was chaotic, 
but we just knew to trust our training.” 

The two continued their rescue efforts 
and did several laps around the neighbor- 
hood. They came upon a family with a 
three-year-old, a five-year-old, and a dog. 

“They were also trying to carry lug- 
gage,” Keelen says. “They were exhaust- 
ed, soaking wet. We had grabbed a canoe 
along the way, so we grabbed their lug- 
gage and threw it in the canoe. [Russ] lift- 
ed the 5-year-old. I lifted the 3-year-old. 
They were cold. But we got them out to 
the road. And we just kept on going, get- 
ting as many as we could.” 

The couple managed to rescue nearly 50 
people that day. When they returned to the 
neighborhood a week later, they were met 
by grateful neighbors. 

“My heroes,” said Janice Wood, who 
lives across the street from Russ’s father. 
“Before, we were just ‘Hello’ neighbors, 
but now we’re much more. What they did 
was unbelievable.” Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Abraham Lincoln, Stepfather of Our Country 


Despite many contrary opinions on the presidency and legacy of President Abraham 
Lincoln, one thing is certain: He left a lasting impact on the United States. 


by John J. Dwyer 


“Anyone who embarks on a study of Abra- 
ham Lincoln ... must first come to terms 
with the Lincoln myth. The effort to pen- 
etrate the crust of legend that surrounds 
Lincoln ... is both a formidable and in- 
timidating task. Lincoln, it seems, requires 
special considerations that are denied to 
other figures.” 
— Robert W. Johannsen 
Lincoln, the South, and Slavery 


to critique the wisdom, motivations, 
and character of Abraham Lincoln. 
Steven Spielberg’s reverential motion 


] ndeed, it would not seem a safe time 


John J. Dwyer is the author of The War Between the 
States: America’s Uncivil War (2005). A new edition 


of his book is scheduled for release in December. 
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picture epic Lincoln fills screens across 
America. The public increasingly ac- 
cepts him as America’s greatest leader. 
Academics from the Left — and Right — 
compete to bestow the grandest laurels 
on the 16th president. 

Yet, such a pursuit is ever more impor- 
tant for a people hurtling forward into an 
uncertain future, to learn from past mis- 
takes or merely become aware they made 
them. One growing consensus regarding 
Lincoln seems credible: He has exerted 
more influence over the development of 
this nation than any other person, includ- 
ing the Founders. If Washington be the 
father of our country, surely Lincoln is 
its stepfather. 

This article will examine the signifi- 
cance of this truly larger-than-life fig- 
ure’s actions regarding three of the many 
important issues of his time: 1) the Con- 


Picture perfect? Francis B. Carpenter’s 
Classic depiction of the first reading of the 
Emancipation Proclamation. The true story of 
the decree is far more intriguing than most 
Americans know. 


stitution, in particular during the War 
Between the States, 2) emancipation and 
blacks, and 3) the Radical Republicans 
and Reconstruction. 


The Constitution 

“T am the President of the United States of 
America — clothed in immense power!” 
Spielberg’s Lincoln thunders. The real 
Lincoln proved the truth of that claim 
within days of the April 12, 1861 attack 
on Fort Sumter. In fact, the attack might 
have been avoided if he had not decided 
to reinforce Sumter. Once it occurred, he 
quickly unleashed a series of watershed 
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setts Senator Charles Sumner, 
friend of the South, said: 
ncoln reinforced Sumter and 
5,000 men without the consent 
it was the greatest breach ever 


- Constitution.” 


actions that forever altered the nature of 
American government. 

On April 13, he declared the seceding 
states in a condition of rebellion and called 
for 75,000 troops to deal with them — a 
declaration expressly reserved to Congress 
by the Constitution: “The Congress shall 
have the power ... To provide for calling 
forth the Militia to execute the Laws of the 
Union, suppress Insurrections and repel 
Invasions.” 

On April 15, he called for Congress to 
return to session — but only on July 15, 
months after Ft. Sumter . 

On April 19, he declared a naval block- 
ade of the South. 

On April 21, he instructed the U.S. 
Navy to buy five warships — an appro- 
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priations act needing con- 
gressional approval. 

On April 27, he began the 
unprecedented act of sus- 
pending the constitutional 
right of habeas corpus. 

On May 3, he called up 
thousands more troops — for 
three-year hitches — another 
act the law did not authorize 
the president to commit. 

At about the same time, he ordered the 
Department of Treasury to pay two million 
dollars to a New York City company to out- 
fit and arm his army — another appropria- 
tions act needing congressional approval. 

Each one of these acts — and many more 
soon to follow — violated the U.S. Con- 
stitution. The majority of the U.S. public 
supported him, however, as the American 
people have supported other presidents 
since, when they felt the need to break the 
Constitution “for the public good.” 

This early series of moves proved 
breathtaking in its shrewd efficiency. For 
instance, by not calling Congress back 
into session until July, Lincoln presented 
it with a fait accompli upon its return: a 
war months old from which there was now 


ntay. 


no turning back, unless Lincoln decided 
such, which he had no intention of doing. 
Whether or not Congress would have de- 
clared war on the South as had Lincoln, it 
now saw no choice but to fight. 

Even Massachusetts’ Senator Charles 
Sumner, one of the spearheads of the 
Radical postwar Reconstruction and cer- 
tainly no friend of the South, said: “When 
Lincoln reinforced Sumter and called 
for 75,000 men without the consent of 
Congress, it was the greatest breach ever 
made in the Constitution, and would 
hereafter give the President the liberty to 
declare war whenever he wished, without 
the consent of Congress.” 

All this came from the hand of Lin- 
coln, a man who as a U.S. congressman 
in 1848 declared: “Any people anywhere, 
being inclined and having the power, 
have the right to rise up and shake off 
the existing government, and form a new 
one that suits them better. This is a most 
valuable, a most sacred right — a right 
which we hope and believe is to liberate 
the world. Nor is this right confined to 
cases in which the whole people of an ex- 
isting government may choose to exercise 
it. Any portion of such people, that can, 


‘Lincoln’ 's inauguration, on March 4, 1861, may have actually precipitated the Civil War because Southern states believed that Lincoln held anti- -slavery 
views and favored Northern business interests. Lincoln won election without winning any Southern states. 
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deportation and foreign colonization. 


may revolutionize and make their own so 
much of the territory as they inhabit.” 

In his landmark book The Real Lincoln, 
Loyola College economics professor and 
Lincoln scholar Thomas DiLorenzo re- 
counted how Lincoln also unlawfully “na- 
tionalized the railroads; created three new 
states without the consent of the citizens 
of those states in order to artificially in- 
flate the Republican Party’s electoral vote; 
ordered Federal troops to interfere with 
Northern elections to assure Republican 
Party victories; deported Ohio Congress- 
man Clement L. Vallandigham for op- 
posing his domestic policies (especially 
protectionist tariffs and income taxation) 
on the floor of the House of Representa- 
tives; confiscated private property, includ- 
ing firearms, in violation of the Second 
Amendment; and effectively gutted the 
Tenth and Ninth Amendments as well.” 


Maryland, My Maryland 

Soon, the Lincoln administration crossed 
yet another historic line. Without notifying 
targeted members of the Maryland legisla- 
ture of charges, or indeed possessing any 
charges, its troops hauled dozens of legis- 
lators it suspected of supporting secession 
out of their homes in front of their families 
in the darkness of night and threw them 
into prison. 

The prison was temporarily located at 
Fort McHenry, from where Francis Scott 
Key wrote “The Star Spangled Banner.” In 
fact, Key’s own grandson would be among 
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Lack of love: Abraham Lincoln’s intentions for both free and enslaved African-Americans ranged from inferior social and political rights to 


the host flung into captivity at the fort. He 
would write eloquently in American Bas- 
tille of how much the nation had changed 
in less than a half century, as he looked 
upon the U.S. flag flying at the same loca- 
tion as it was when his grandfather wrote 
his famous stanzas. 

Thousands of Federal soldiers from 
other states voted in Maryland’s Novem- 
ber 1861 elections, while local residents 
had to pass through formations of bay- 
onet-brandishing Federals to cast their 
ballots. The Maryland legislature, prior to 
its collective jailing by Lincoln, declared: 
“Resolved, that Maryland implores the 
President, in the name of God, to cease 
this unholy war, at least until Congress 
assembles; that Maryland desires and 
consents to the recognition of the inde- 
pendence of the Confederate States. The 
military occupation of Maryland is un- 
constitutional, and she protests against 
it, though the violent interference with 
the transit of federal troops is discounte- 
nanced, that the vindication of her rights 
be left to time and reason, and that a Con- 
vention, under existing circumstances, is 
inexpedient.” 


Opposing Supreme Court 

Only weeks after the war commenced in 
1861, Lincoln suspended the writ of habe- 
as corpus, one of the foundational pillars 
of American — and Western — liberty, 
and preeminent among all provisions of 
the Bill of Rights. The right of habeas cor- 
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pus (Latin for “you may have the body”) 
is sourced in England’s ancient Magna 
Carta. It requires a warrant be issued by 
a legitimate law-enforcement authority 
before a person can be arrested, prevents 
the jailing of a person without his being 
charged with a specific crime, and prohib- 
its indefinite detention of that person with- 
out the opportunity of appearing before a 
legally convened court for the exercise of 
his rights and the hearing of his case. 

Despite the central place of habeas 
corpus in American liberty and an ar- 
mada of opinion ranging from British 
jurist William Blackstone to American 
Chief Justice John Marshall to President 
Thomas Jefferson that only Congress — 
and never the president — could suspend 
habeas corpus, Lincoln’s administration 
did just that in thousands of cases against 
the citizens of Federal states. (The power 
to suspend habeas corpus “when in Cases 
of Rebellion or Invasion the public Safety 
may require it” is in Article I, the section 
of the Constitution enumerating congres- 
sional power.) 

Federal troops arrested Marylander 
John Merryman without a warrant, jailed 
him — at Fort McHenry — and kept 
him there without opportunity for trial 
or defense. He appealed to the esteemed 
Supreme Court Chief Justice Roger B. 
Taney, who had already freed his own 
slaves. 

It is difficult to conceive of the political 
climate in which Taney received this plea. 


33 


AP Images 


ssing any charges, Union troops 


1 dozens of legislators it suspected of 
ting secession out of their homes 

t of their families in the darkness of 
id threw them into prison. 


Every day, Federal officers hauled citizens 
of every stripe — politicians, newspaper 
publishers, attorneys, business owners, 
common workers — from their homes and 
places of business for voicing the slightest 
criticism of the U.S. government or Lin- 
coln, flung them into jail, and left them 
there. Taney had no illusions but that that 
fate likely awaited him if he crossed the 
president. Yet he ordered the release of the 
jailed man. Lincoln commanded his soldiers 
to refuse. The chief justice then penned Ex 
Parte Merryman, an opinion now famous 
in constitutional law. Delivered directly to 
Lincoln at his office, it informed the presi- 
dent that he, not Merryman, was breaching 
the law and the Constitution, and it ordered 
Merryman’s release. 

At this point, Lincoln did issue a war- 
rant of arrest — for Taney. Lincoln apolo- 
gists deny this action, but contemporary 
witnesses corroborate it. Though longtime 
Lincoln colleague and Federal Marshal 
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Off to slaughter: Lincoln was in favor of impressing into 


of Washington Ward Hill 
Lamon declined to serve the 
warrant, Lincoln had estab- 
lished that neither Congress, 
the Supreme Court, nor the 
Constitution would stand in 
the way of his carrying out 
the actions he deemed best 
for the country. 

Chief Justice Roger 
Brooke Taney, 85 years old 
when President Lincoln is- 
sued the warrant for his ar- 
rest and dead before the end of the war, 
wrote in Ex Parte Merryman: “If the 
President of the United States may sus- 
pend the writ [of habeas corpus], then 
the Constitution of the United States has 
conferred upon him more regal and abso- 
lute power over the liberty of the citizen 
than the people of England have thought 
it safe to entrust to the crown — a power 
which the Queen of England cannot exer- 
cise to this day, and which could not have 
been lawfully exercised by the sovereign 
even in the reign of Charles the First.” 

That king got beheaded for his dictato- 
rial actions. 

The Lincoln administration continued 
to express great concern over Northern- 
ers who did not exhibit what it considered 
sufficient loyalty, or sufficiently enthusi- 
astic loyalty, to the United States and its 
war effort. After suspending habeas cor- 
pus, the president and his lieutenants shut 
down over 300 Northern newspapers dur- 
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the Union Army blacks from Southern territories. Blacks who did fight suffered atrocious 


ing the struggle, throwing many of their 
editors and publishers in jail or prison 
without trials and often without charges. 
Approximately 13,000 other Northern 
citizens met the same fate. 

Lincoln’s justification: “Measures, 
however unconstitutional, might become 
lawful by becoming indispensable to the 
preservation of the Constitution, through 
the preservation of the nation.” 


Blacks and Slavery 

Abraham Lincoln’s own words on the 
issue of African-American slavery would 
shock anyone who accepts the popu- 
lar myth that Lincoln was the “Great 
Emancipator.” While he never uttered a 
word against the Illinois law that made 
it a crime for blacks to settle in his home 
state, he did declare, in Springfield, on 
July 17, 1858: “What I would desire most 
would be the separation of the white and 
black races.” 

During his famed 1858 Illinois Senate 
debates with Stephen Douglas, Lincoln 
offered eloquent criticism of American 
slavery, while demonstrating how different 
his anti-slavery views were from those of 
abolitionists who sought not only freedom, 
but political and social equality, for blacks: 


Make Negroes politically and so- 
cially our equals? My own feelings 
will not admit of this. I will say 
that I am not nor ever have been in 
favor of bringing about in any way 
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losses. Over one-third of the 186,000 blacks in the Union Army died before the war's end. Ironically, blacks also served in the Confederacy. 
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Soldiering, the life for thee: Because eager recruits were quickly depleted in the North after the 
start of hostilities with the South, the North began offering $100 federal bounties to recruits — 
and then initiated mandatory conscription of troops, the first “draft” by the U.S. government. 


the social and political equality of 
the white and black races, that I am 
not nor have ever been in favor of 
making voters or jurors of Negroes, 
nor of qualifying them to hold of- 
fice, nor to intermarry with white 
people. And I will say in addition to 
this that there is a physical differ- 
ence between the white and black 
races which I believe will forever 
forbid the two races living togeth- 
er on terms of social and political 
equality. And in as much as they 
cannot so live, while they do remain 
together, there must be the position 
of superior and inferior. And I, as 
much as any other man, am in favor 
of having the superior position as- 
signed to the white race. 


Did his views change later, as president? 
In 1862, he declared: “My paramount ob- 
ject in this struggle is to save the Union and 
is not either to save or destroy slavery. If I 
could save the Union without freeing any 
slaves, I would do it. And if I could save 
it by freeing all the slaves, I would do it. 
And if I could save it by freeing some and 
leaving others alone, I would also do that.” 


Emancipation Proclamation 


Yet, he “freed” the slaves the following 
year. Evidence abounds, from Lincoln’s 
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own words as well as his actions, that 
something besides a desire to end Afri- 
can-American bondage fueled his historic 
Emancipation Proclamation. U.S. Senate 
Republicans launched a revolt against Lin- 
coln in mid-December 1862, just before he 
signed the proclamation into law. 

According to Lincoln’s old friend, Illi- 
nois Representative Orville Browning, and 
others, the senators demanded the presi- 
dent conduct a more resolute war effort, 
including emancipating all African-Amer- 
ican slaves in America. They apparently 
threatened to bring down his administra- 
tion otherwise. 

Orville Browning’s diary of December 
31, 1862 recorded that Judge Benjamin 
Franklin Thomas of the Massachusetts 
Supreme Court told the regretful Brown- 
ing: “The President was fatally bent upon 
his course, saying that if he should refuse 
to issue his proclamation there would be 
a rebellion in the north, and that a dicta- 
tor would be placed over his head within 
the week.” 

This enhanced, Radical Republican- 
dominated effort evidently included eman- 
cipation as a method of war that would tor- 
pedo the South’s economy and ability to 
defend itself. A slave uprising lay within 
the sphere of this projection. A howling 
chorus of protest arose to the proclamation 
not only from the South, but from many 


of Lincoln’s opponents in the North, as 
well as in Europe. Horatio Seymour, 
soon-to-be Democratic governor of New 
York, called the scheme “a proposal for 
the butchery of [white Southern] women 
and children, for scenes of lust and rapine, 
arson and murder, unparalleled in the his- 
tory of the world.” 

Relations between Southern slaves and 
their owners proved superior to such an 
eventuality. But Lincoln himself, when 
told the Constitution gave individual 
states and not the national government 
jurisdiction over slavery, claimed eman- 
cipation as a war powers act that he as 
commander in chief could employ — for 
military purposes. Indeed, he eliminated 
from an early draft of the decree a call for 
a violent uprising of slaves. 

Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation 
quelled the Senate revolt. But his lacklus- 
ter feelings for it resurfaced when he es- 
chewed the urgings of much of his Cabinet, 
including Seward, Chase, Blair, and Bates, 
and confined his decree to those slaves in 
Confederate-controlled territory. That is, he 
freed none of the slaves over which he had 
control when he had the opportunity. 

Wrote Lincoln’s colleague Lamon: 
“None of [Lincoln’s] public acts, either 
before or after he became President, ex- 
hibits any special tenderness for the Af- 
rican race.... When he was compelled, by 
what he deemed an overruling necessity, 
founded on both military and political 
considerations, to declare the freedom of 
[only the Confederates’] slaves, he did so 
with avowed reluctance, and took pains 
to have it understood that his resolution 
was in no wise affected by sentiment.” 
Lamon’s perspective on Lincoln’s ac- 
tions once again seems on solid ground, 
in view of the president’s 1861 revocation 
of Federal General John Fremont’s bold 
emancipation of slaves in Missouri. That 
countermanding infuriated abolitionists 
and conservatives alike in the North, albeit 
for different reasons. 

A portion of the completed Emanci- 
pation Proclamation addressed another 
view Lincoln had in mind for Southern, 
but not Union border state, slaves — “im- 
pressment” into the Federal armies, often 
against their will. A horrendous 68,000 
of the 186,000 African-Americans who 
shouldered arms for Lincoln’s armies died 
during the war. They provided significant 
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Quite a cost: Considering that at the outset of the Civil War it was a commonly held belief that 
states had a right to secede — with even Abraham Lincoln giving a speech to that effect — many 
historians have questioned whether its more than half a million deaths were worth the gain. 


manpower in the desperate struggle, how- 
ever, and deprived the Confederates of 
their services. 

In the end, Lincoln’s Emancipation 
Proclamation exhibited political sagac- 
ity and brilliance, hastened the demise 
of American slavery, probably triggered 
the deaths of tens of thousands more men 
— including many former slaves — than 
would otherwise have occurred, and likely 
contributed to America’s future morass in 
racial relations. In contrast, nearly every 
other Western Hemisphere nation that 
practiced slavery ended the practice peace- 
ably. Britain, worldwide purveyors of the 
slave trade, did so as well, through the pa- 
tient, often frustrating, but ultimately pa- 
cific emancipation effort spearheaded by 
the devout Christian William Wilberforce. 


Freedom and Deportation 

But didn’t Lincoln yearn to keep slavery 
out of the new territories and states of the 
West? Yes, along with all black people. 
“Now irrespective of the moral aspect of 
this question as to whether there is a right 
or wrong in enslaving a Negro,” he said, 
“T am still in favor of our new Territories 
being in such a condition that white men 
may find a home.... I am in favor of this 
not merely ... for our own people who are 
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born amongst us, but as an outlet for free 
white people everywhere, the world over.” 

What if Congress refused to grant Lin- 
coln’s desire for this sprawling, whites-only 
enclave? “We shall nobly save, or meanly 
lose, the last best, hope of earth,” he said. 

Thus appears an even more startling 
revelation, as Lincoln stated in 1857 and 
many times before and after: “Let us be 
brought to believe it is morally right ... to 
transfer the African to his native clime ... 
however great the task may be. The chil- 
dren of Israel, to such numbers as to in- 
clude four hundred thousand fighting men, 
went out of Egyptian bondage in a body.” 

Lincoln, as did other presidents before 
him, wished the permanent shipment of as 
much of the African-American population 
as possible to foreign lands, and colonies 
established for them. 

He advocated “emancipation ... depor- 
tation ... and their places be ... filled up 
by free white laborers,” in New York City 
in 1860. 

“But if gradual emancipation and de- 
portation be adopted, they [blacks] will 
have neither to flee ... till new homes can 
be found for them, in congenial climes, 
and with people of their own blood and 
race,” he declared in his 1862 State of the 
Union address. 


This long desire resounded through 
the halls of Congress when he asked that 
body the same year to pass a constitutional 
amendment “colonizing free colored per- 
sons, with their own consent, at any place 
or places without the United States.” 

President Lincoln “zealously and per- 
sistently devised schemes for the depor- 
tation of the Negroes, which the latter 
deemed cruel and atrocious in the ex- 
treme,” his friend Lamon wrote. 

Lenore Bennett, Jr., an African-Amer- 
ican author and no conservative or friend 
of the Confederacy, wrote in his massive 
chronicle Forced Into Glory, Abraham 
Lincoln’s White Dream: 


Lincoln proposed ... that the United 
States government buy the slaves 
and deport them to Africa or South 
America. This was not a passing 
whim. In five major policy decla- 
rations, including two State of the 
Union addresses and the prelimi- 
nary Emancipation Proclamation, 
the sixteenth president of the United 
States publicly and officially called 
for the deportation of blacks. On 
countless other occasions, in con- 
ferences with cronies, Democratic 
and Republican leaders, and high 
government officials, he called for 
colonization of blacks or aggres- 
sively promoted colonization by 
private and official acts. 


According to Bennett, the president put his 
plans into action when “three months after 
signing the Emancipation Proclamation, 
Lincoln became the first and last Ameri- 
can president to officially deport native- 
born Americans for racial reasons, send- 
ing some 450 blacks, one-third of them 
women and children, to an island off the 
coast of Haiti to establish the first Lincoln 
colony. The island was a desolate place 
full of poisonous insects and snakes, and 
the whole affair ended in a comic-opera 
disaster, with scores of casualties and the 
survivors covered with bugs and suffering 
from various illnesses.” 

Lincoln didn’t ignore free African- 
Americans, either. He lauded the Ameri- 
can Colonization Society, established to 
ship blacks out of America, saying he 
“considered it no demerit in the society, 
that it tended to relieve slaveholders from 
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the troublesome presence of the free Ne- 
groes.” He was anything but bashful about 
the subject, declaring in his first State of 
the Union address: “[It] might well be well 
to consider, too, whether the free colored 
people already in the United States could 
not, so far as individuals may desire, be 
included in such colonization.” 


Radical Reconstruction 
“By the gods, there will be no trouble 
now in running this government,” Radical 
Republican Senator Ben Wade promised, 
upon the murder of Abraham Lincoln by 
famed actor John Wilkes Booth. Wade 
scarcely overstated what lay ahead in the 
postwar United States with his wing of the 
dominant Republican Party in charge. 

As America’s most terrible conflict 
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ground to a blood-drenched conclusion in 
the spring of 1865, the military leaders of 
both sides wished for a return to produc- 
tive lives for the Confederate population 
and a peaceful welcoming them back into 
the fold by Unionists. Lincoln also wished 
to put the war — which his side had won 
and which had devastated both the popula- 
tion and property of the Confederates — 
behind them, to welcome the South back 
into the social and commercial fold, and 
to resume building the United States, now 
with the Industrial Revolutionized might 
of the North, the Union preserved, and the 
slaves freed. But that war, for which Lin- 
coln himself provided the guiding hand, 
had hurt too many and destroyed too many 
others. Countless Southerners would no 
doubt have put the same bullet into Lin- 
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Success and failure: Ulysses S. Grant’s accomplishments for the Union in the War Between the 
States established him as one of history’s great war captains, but his eight-year Reconstruction- 
era presidential administration left a legacy of corruption and shame. 
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coln’s head that John Wilkes Booth did. 
Among Booth’s last words upon his own 
death a few days later: “Tell Mother I died 
for my country.” 

Radical Republicans had existed in 
sometimes uneasy alliance and sometimes 
tense conflict with the pragmatic presi- 
dent. They held ideological convictions 
he did not. Like Lincoln, they wished for 
a centralized national government, but for 
different reasons. They intended to wield it 
as a cudgel in pursuit of a generally social- 
istic political platform. As a group, they 
were social progressives and either abo- 
litionists or strongly anti-slavery. Many 
did not share the traditionalist Christian- 
ity common to Northern conservatives and 
Southerners. For Radical Republicans, 
embittered and philosophically reinvigo- 
rated by the harrowing marathon of war, 
the death of Lincoln both cleared the way 
and further motivated them for harshly 
“reconstructing” a Confederacy that stood 
diametrically opposed to them in nearly 
every conceivable way. 

With both the Confederates and Lin- 
coln gone, the Radical Republicans un- 
leashed a hurricane of change. They sent 
Southern congressmen home when the lat- 
ter arrived in Washington, D.C., to resume 
representation of their states. Supposedly 
well-intentioned Radical programs like 
the Freedman’s Bureau and the Civil 
Rights Bill resulted in the legally sanc- 
tioned theft of vast tracts of land owned 
by former Confederates. When President 
Andrew Johnson opposed their unconsti- 
tutional actions, they stripped power from 
him — impeaching him in the House and 
coming within one Senate vote of remov- 
ing him from office. 

The Radicals put their heart into pass- 
ing three new constitutional amendments 
that officially ended all American slavery, 
granted citizenship to African-Americans, 
and extended to them the right to vote. 
Ruthless and unconstitutional tactics 
riddled even these laudatory accomplish- 
ments, however; and many white former 
Confederates lost their own rights to vote 
and to hold office. Plus, one of the new 
amendments, the 14th, laid the ground- 
work for the federal government to great- 
ly expand its own power through future 
amendments and court interpretations. 

Dissatisfied with the response to their 
program from a crushed people now hu- 
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miliated by military occupation and beset 
with economic calamity, the Radicals jet- 
tisoned the legal jurisdiction guaranteed 
to states by the Constitution; deprived 
hundreds, perhaps thousands, of South- 
erners of their constitutional right to trial 
by ajury of their peers for crimes ranging 
from assault to murder; filled juries with 
Radical sympathizers and supporters; and 
gave Republican President Ulysses S. 
Grant the unilateral right both to unleash 
martial law and to suspend the writ of ha- 
beas corpus. No Southern citizen had a 
right to redress in any of these situations. 

This ruthless reign of one-party domi- 
nance led to carpetbag governments 
backed by the bayonet; a cavalcade of 
government-supported private-sector 
boondoggles, such as the railroads, min- 
ing, and Wall Street financial specula- 
tors; the robber barons; the Black Friday 
Stock Market Crash; the most corrupt 
presidential administration (Grant’s) 
in U.S. history; the Gilded Age; the Ku 
Klux Klan; lasting enmity between the 
black and white races in the South; and 
the permanent recasting of what Radical 


leader Wendell Phillips branded “a cov- 
enant with death, and an agreement with 
hell” — the American Constitution. 


Short and Sweet 
Upwards of 20,000 books have come off 
the printing presses about Abraham Lin- 
coln, with seemingly as many opinions re- 
garding the central driving force behind his 
historic actions. So what was it? Lincoln 
himself summed up his “political prin- 
ciples” when he first ran for political of- 
fice, the Illinois State Legislature, in 1832: 
“IT presume you all know who I am. I am 
humble Abraham Lincoln. My policies 
are short and sweet, like the old woman’s 
dance. I am in favor of a National Bank, in 
favor of the Internal improvements system, 
and in favor of a high protective tariff.” 
Never for the next 30-plus years would 
he veer from that course. Historian 
DiLorenzo called Lincoln’s presidential 
elections and success the triumph of mer- 
cantilism, the late 17th- and early 18th- 
century British system of massive dispen- 
sation of governmental favors to favored 
business allies. 
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Edgar Lee Masters concurred, chroni- 
cling how Lincoln dedicated his career to 
carrying forward Henry Clay’s so-called 
American System of government: “Henry 
Clay was the champion of that political 
system which doles favors to the strong in 
order to win and keep their adherence to 
the government. His system offered shelter 
to devious schemes and corrupt enterpris- 
es. He was the beloved son, figuratively 
speaking, of Alexander Hamilton, with his 
corrupt funding schemes, his superstitions 
concerning the advantage of a public debt, 
and a people taxed to make profits for en- 
terprises that cannot stand alone.” 

Lincoln’s questionable actions regard- 
ing the Constitution and blacks; his un- 
leashing of the Federal military in an un- 
precedented campaign of total war against 
the men, women, children, and aged of the 
Confederate states; and his humane desires 
for reconciling with the South — they all 
lay sourced in the headwaters of a strong, 
consolidated nation, even empire. It of- 
fered glittering jewels for its adherents, as 
well as unnoticed dangers, new firebells in 
the night. It does so still. Hl 
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Twelve-year-old Girl 
Shoots Intruder 


News9.com out of Oklahoma City reported 
on a young girl confronted with the night- 
mare scenario of a home invasion. The 
12-year-old daughter of Debra St. Clair, 
from Bryan County in southeast Oklaho- 
ma, was home alone on October 17 when 
she heard a stranger ringing the doorbell. 
She did not answer, but the man at the door 
did not go away. The man went around to 
the back door and kicked it in. The terri- 
fied girl ran upstairs and called her mother, 
who told her to get the family gun, hide in 
a closet, and call 911. St. Clair, now wor- 
ried that her daughter was facing imminent 
danger, dropped what she was doing and 
headed home as fast as possible. The young 
girl ran into a bedroom and hid in a closet, 
hoping the man rummaging through her 
house would not find her, but he entered the 
room and started to open the closet door. 
The young girl fired the gun, sending a bul- 
let through the door and into the intruder 
on the other side. The injured man fled the 
scene but was apprehended by authorities at 
the end of the street. 

The mother arrived and saw the injured 
attacker, identified as 32-year-old Stacey 
Jones, being taken away by police. “He 
was sitting down, the policemen had him 
apprehended at the end of the block. All 
I saw was some blood coming down his 
back. I’m not exactly sure where his in- 
jury was, but I saw some blood there,” St. 
Clair told News9. Jones was treated for his 
injuries, released from a nearby hospital, 
and transferred to the county jail. The girl 
involved in the incident was not physically 
injured during the ordeal, although it is 
likely she will be dealing with the emo- 
tional aftermath for some time. 


Trick or Treat 


Fox2 out of St. Louis, Missouri, reported 
on October 30 that a would-be bank rob- 
ber decided to start Halloween a day early. 
The criminal, wearing a Halloween mask, 
burst into the Peoples Bank and Trust, de- 
manding that the bank employees hand 
over their cash. The frightful fool was 
in for quite a surprise, though, when he 
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was confronted by an armed employee: 
the bank president! Bank president David 
Thompson explained to Fox2 that he al- 
ways carries his gun with him. “I practice 
concealed carry and pulled my gun on 
him,” Thompson said. 

Thompson was in for his own sur- 
prise when the police arrived to arrest the 
criminal suspect. “That is when I realized 
that he was a customer.... He had one of 
our debit cards in his wallet.” Thompson 
expressed his disbelief that a customer 
would try robbing his own bank. He also 
explained that the bank advertises its con- 
cealed carry status to all who enter. “We 
have a lawful concealed carry sign on the 
door, so that lets people know we can be 
armed,” he said. Thompson said that after 
spending 36 years working for the bank, it 
has become “part of my life.” 


Family of Fatally Injured 
Burglar Yells at Victim 


The Morning Journal out of northern Ohio 
reported on October 20 that 29-year-old 
Jeffrey Carson broke into a home through 
a window, hoping to steal some expensive 
electronics. The Elyria, Ohio, homeown- 
ers, Jack and Linda Dillon, were awakened 
by the sound of shattering glass and were 
immediately concerned. Jack retrieved his 
pistol and went to investigate. He discov- 
ered Carson standing in his living room. 
Dillon yelled at the intruder to leave his 
home, but Carson lunged at him. Dillon 
fired his weapon in self-defense and hit 
Carson at close range. Linda frantically 
called 911 and tried to explain the de- 
tails, while fighting back tears: “Oh my 
God, we just had a break-in and we shot 
him.... My husband shot him.... He’s on 
my couch. I think this guy is dead.” Linda 
also discussed an earlier break-in where 
their $1,700, 52-inch Sharp flat-screen 
television was stolen. Police have not yet 
connected Carson to this earlier robbery, 
although that incident led to the Dillons 
being more prepared for another break-in. 
Carson was critical at the scene and was 
taken to a nearby hospital, where he died. 

Hours later, the family members of the 
deceased criminal decided to confront 
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the homeowners as they returned home. 
A brother and sister of the slain intruder, 
Johnny Minor, Jr. and Bobbie Kniceley, 
waited outside the home and began shout- 
ing at the two residents when they exited 
their vehicle. “The people just blew his 
brains out,’ Kniceley said. “They could 
have done something else.” 

One of the homeowners responded, 
“You don’t just go breaking into people’s 
house.” The yelling continued until po- 
lice arrived, who were called to the scene 
by a next-door neighbor. The police ar- 
rived and the dead criminal’s family left. 
Kniceley did admit that her brother had 
a criminal record that included “assault, 
theft and domestic violence,” but that the 
homeowners “should have taken differ- 
ent precautions.” “I’m not saying he was 
perfect, but he didn’t deserve it,’ Matt 
Green, another of Carson’s brothers, said. 
Green admitted that his brother “had a 
criminal past, liked to fight and had been 
behind bars on and off since he was 17 
years old.” 


He Retired the Badge 
but Not the Gun 


The Island Packet out of Blufton, South 
Carolina, reported that a retired state 
Highway Patrol officer is as good of a 
shot as ever. Former trooper William 
Wise thought his days fighting crime 
were behind him, but an intruder gave 
him another chance. At around 2 a.m. on 
November 14, a man he didn’t know tried 
to gain entry to his home. The man as- 
saulted Wise and tried taking his gun but 
Wise was able to fire several shots. The 
man’s lifeless body was discovered by 
police in the main entry hall of the home. 
The dead suspect might have been the 
same man identified in a report of suspi- 
cious activity at a nearby home 30 min- 
utes earlier. A complainant had reported a 
strange man who followed him home and 
“approached the victim in a bizarre and 
aggressive manner and repeatedly threat- 
ened to kill him.” The man left when the 
complainant told him he was calling 911. 
The police are still investigating. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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The Ever-shifting Story 


on Benghazigate 


ITEM: A CNN article published on Sep- 
tember 12, the day after the deadly attack 
on a U.S. mission in Libya, claimed that 
“protesters angry about an online film 
considered offensive to Islam” had killed 
U.S. Ambassador Christopher Stevens 
and three other Americans. Citing uniden- 
tified “witnesses,” the piece went on to al- 
lege that there were angry demonstrators 
protesting outside what CNN described as 
the “U.S. Consulate” in Benghazi. “Some 
have sought to justify this vicious behav- 
ior as a response to inflammatory mate- 
rial posted on the Internet,” Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton was quoted as say- 
ing. “The United States deplores any in- 
tentional effort to denigrate the religious 
beliefs of others. Our commitment to reli- 
gious tolerance goes back to the very be- 
ginning of our nation.” However, Clinton 
continued, “there is never any justification 
for violent acts of this kind.” 

IrEM: The Associated Press and CBS 
News also reported on September 12 that 
the deadly military-style attack actually 
began as a simple protest by some dis- 
gruntled locals upset about the YouTube 
film. “Both incidents were sparked by 
hardline Muslims protesting a film made 
in the U.S. which insults the Muslim 
prophet Muhammad,” the report claimed, 
referring to the attack in Benghazi and the 
anti-American demonstration at the U.S. 
Embassy in Cairo on the same day. “Wanis 
al-Sharef, a Libyan Interior Ministry offi- 
cial in Benghazi, said the four Americans 
were killed when the angry mob, which 
gathered to protest a U.S.-made film that 
ridicules Islam’s Prophet Muhammad, 
fired guns and burned down the U.S. con- 
sulate in Benghazi,” CBS reported. 
CORRECTION: Despite the incessant repe- 
tition by officials and establishment media 
outlets of the half-baked YouTube video 
“protest” narrative, it is now clear that 
there never was a “protest” in Benghazi — 
much less a demonstration about a crude 
film. Unless, of course, a coordinated mil- 
itary-style strike complete with mortars 
and RPGs can in any way be compared 
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Protesting lying: When U.S. Ambassador Christopher Stevens (left) and three other Americans were 
killed on September 11, 2012 in Benghazi, Libya, Obama and his administration repeatedly tried to 
claim the killings were sparked by a U.S. anti-Islamic film, even though they always knew the truth. 


to a “protest.” It is now known that it was 
a terrorist attack — likely carried out by 
some of the very same forces the Obama 
administration supported and armed in its 
lawless war on Libya — and that the U.S. 
government knew all of that on September 
11, the day of the attack. 

According to documents obtained by 
multiple news organizations, the State De- 
partment issued an alert just two hours fol- 
lowing the start of the attack noting that an 
al-Qaeda-linked terror group had claimed 
responsibility for it. The White House, the 
FBI, the Pentagon, and other government 
agencies were all copied on the alerts. 

“Ansar al-Sharia Claims Responsibility 
for Benghazi Attack,” read the title of one 
e-mail sent out as the deadly, six-hour as- 
sault was still under way. “Embassy Tripo- 
li reports the group claimed responsibility 
on Facebook and Twitter and has called 
for an attack on Embassy Tripoli.” The Is- 
lamist group in question has known ties 
to al-Qaeda and was deeply involved in 
the Obama-backed war on Libya in which 
the U.S. government provided weapons, 
money, training, and overwhelming air 
support to the “rebels.” 

Two other e-mailed alerts from the State 
Department sent out during the siege also 
suggested that the incident was anything 
but a protest gone awry. One of the e- 
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mails, headlined “U.S. Diplomatic Mis- 
sion in Benghazi Under Attack,” noted 
that the American Embassy in Tripoli 
“reports approximately 20 armed people 
fired shots; explosions have been heard as 
well.” 

Separately, the Central Intelligence 
Agency (CIA) station chief in Libya re- 
ported within 24 hours of the attack that 
evidence pointed to Islamic militants, not 
protesters, U.S. officials told the Associ- 
ated Press. The CIA assessment compiled 
from statements by eyewitnesses and was 
sent to Washington, D.C., almost immedi- 
ately. There was also a drone flying over- 
head that captured video of a significant 
segment of the attack, and officials cited 
in press reports said it showed no evidence 
whatsoever of any “protest.” 

Many of the media reports that have 
since been exposed as false were even- 
tually taken down from the Web, though 
some are still online. The official state- 
ments from the administration, though, 
are well documented: U.S. Ambassador 
to the UN Susan Rice appeared on mul- 
tiple TV programs to repeat the lies about 
a “protest” sparked by the crude video. 
Even lawmakers are now demanding an 
explanation from the White House. 

“T do take offense with some suggestion 
that in any way, we haven’t tried to make 
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sure that the American people knew as the 
information was coming in what we be- 
lieved,” President Obama claimed in late 
October during an interview on MSNBC. 
Despite his feigned effort at being offend- 
ed by the questions, however, he has not 
yet offered a real explanation about why 
the official falsehoods continued to be re- 
peated by his top officials for as long as a 
week after the attack. 

Administration officials are now blam- 
ing the “fog of war” for the numerous con- 
tradictions and blatantly false claims that 
were exposed in the days and weeks that 
followed. Unsurprisingly, the establish- 
ment press dutifully followed suit, parrot- 
ing the “fog of war’ excuse over and over 
again as if it were gospel. 

The problem, though, is that it is now 
known that intelligence gathered in Ben- 
ghazi during and after the attack revealed 
that the initial narrative was blatantly 
false. The information pointing to a terror- 
ist strike was even forwarded to Washing- 
ton, D.C., from multiple sources, includ- 
ing the State Department and the CIA as 
the attack was taking place. There was no 
“fog of war” at all. According to critics, 
the administration was deliberately lying. 

Press reports also continually referred 
to the U.S. compound in Benghazi as a 
“consulate.” In fact, even today, the media 
is still often using the term. The prob- 


lem with the terminology is that even the 
U.S. State Department’s website does not 
have any American consulates listed in 
the Eastern Libyan city. Instead, accord- 
ing to investigative reporters and officials, 
the post actually served as a base for the 
Obama administration’s recruitment of 
proxy fighters — mostly jihadists, includ- 
ing many affiliated with known terror 
groups — in its bid to overthrow certain 
Middle Eastern regimes. 

So, why the knowingly bogus claims 
and the subsequent coverup? Analysts 
have speculated about the reasons, and 
there is no shortage of theories. Perhaps 
there is more than one reason why the false 
narratives were spewed by the administra- 
tion and parroted by the establishment 
press for so long, even after they were ex- 
posed as misinformation and lies. And the 
“consulate” claims may have something to 
do with it. 

Among the most plausible explana- 
tions: The administration was trying to 
protect Obama and his unconstitutional 
wars and interventionist foreign policy 
from scrutiny ahead of the election. The 
press, as has become typical, was more 
than happy to play along in the game. But 
there are several elements to the story that 
may offer clues as to the real purpose of 
the bogus narratives. 

First of all, experts, analysts, and law- 
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makers have roundly criticized the ad- 
ministration for denying U.S. personnel 
in Libya the security that officials on the 
ground, including Ambassador Stevens, 
were practically begging for. Lawmakers 
suggested the lax security may have been 
part of a political ploy to conceal the true 
extent of the absolute fiasco created by 
Obama’s unconstitutional war and support 
for Islamists there. 

“The normalization process, which 
began in November 2011, appeared to 
have been aimed at conveying the impres- 
sion that the situation in Libya was getting 
better, not worse,’ wrote House Oversight 
Committee Chairman Rep. Darrell Issa 
(R-Calif.) and Rep. Jason Chaffetz (R- 
Utah), chairman of the National Security 
Subcommittee, in a letter to Obama. If 
proper security had been provided, ques- 
tions might be asked about why so much 
was needed now that Libya had been “lib- 
erated” with “democracy.” 

Perhaps more importantly, though, 
the disinformation may have also been a 
half-baked scheme to keep the administra- 
tion’s controversial foreign policy schem- 
ing under wraps — especially the fact that 
the U.S. government armed and trained 
people who may have been involved in the 
attack. Like past examples of deadly blow- 
back, Obama’s unconstitutional interven- 
tionism in Libya was likely responsible for 
the attack, as even ex-CIA boss Michael 
Hayden suggested. 

Other experts agreed. “It seems Presi- 
dent Obama has been engaged in gun- 
walking on a massive scale,” wrote Center 
for Security Policy chief Frank Gaffney, 
Jr. in a column for the Washington Times, 
referring to the arming of jihadists while 
hinting at the Fast and Furious scandal 
in which the administration was exposed 
arming Mexican drug cartels. “The effect 
has been to equip America’s enemies to 
wage jihad not only against regimes it 
once claimed were our friends, but in- 
evitably against us and our allies as well. 
That would explain his administration’s 
desperate and now failing bid to mislead 
the voters through the serial deflections of 
Benghazigate.” Hi 

— ALEX NEWMAN 
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Fudging the Figures, Misleading the Voters 


ver the past few 
months, the cam- 
paigning for the high 


office of president presented 
plenty of evidence that impor- 
tant issues wouldn’t be dis- 
cussed. This deficiency, com- 
bined with distortion of other 
truly significant matters by 
the candidates and the mass 
media, led to a somewhat 
easily predictable outcome. 
Looking back, it’s obvious 
that important topics needing 
immediate attention — mas- 
sive indebtedness, undeclared 
wars, disappearing national 
sovereignty, continued illegal 
immigration, erosion of the 
dollar’s value, etc. — never got the attention each deserved. 

In the end, the incumbent president, who was extremely vul- 
nerable on these and many other topics, was given a pass by his 
opponent and by the supposedly diligent journalists and TV/radio 
talking heads. The refusal of almost all to tell the people what they 
needed to know left voters with no reason to seek change. 

On the GOP side, plenty could have been written about rule 
changes by the GOP hierarchy that kept partisans for some can- 
didates from having their voices heard and their votes counted 
in primaries. But that’s another story to be told elsewhere. What 
we wish to focus on in this short analysis is the incredibly defi- 
cient, even dishonest treatment, given the matter of unemploy- 
ment in America. Especially do we point to the figure supplied 
by the Department of Labor’s Bureau of Labor Statistics. On 
October 5, it claimed the nation’s unemployment had declined 
from 8.1 percent to 7.8 percent. Left-leaning pundits (don’t al- 
most all pundits fit that description!) assured the public that our 
nation was obviously on the road to recovery from a harmful 
recession. After all, unemployment was declining, people were 
getting back to work, and renewed prosperity was only a few 
steps away from realization. Hurrah for Mr. Obama! The con- 
gratulatory messages streamed in because the Obama-led team 
had sufficiently “turned the corner” on the nagging numbers of 
unemployed job seekers. 

Enter Jack Welch into the discussion. Welch, the former lead- 
er of General Electric and a veteran member of the Council on 
Foreign Relations, immediately went ballistic. Calling the newly 
released figure of 7.8 percent “unbelievable,” he suggested that 
“these Chicago guys will do anything [because] they can’t de- 
bate, so they change numbers.” One TV pundit tried hard to 
get him to reverse his insistence that the new numbers “don’t 
smell right when you think about where the country is right 
now.” Welch responded with laughter. But Welch was merely 
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providing a sense that some- 
thing was wrong. He gave no 
numbers to show how wrong 
things really are. 

What is the real unem- 
ployment figure? Let’s go 
to Walter J. “John” Wil- 
liams, a veteran economics 
guru who, over 30 years, has 
emerged as a highly respect- 
ed specialist in forecasting, 
analyzing, and consulting in 
this field. The founder of a 
newsletter entitled “Shadow 
Government Statistics,” Wil- 
liams helps business owners 
make better decisions. Many 
rely on his straightforward 
commentaries. He is no 
cheerleader for government-supplied statistics. 

Williams says the true unemployment rate is 22.8 percent, 
a hugely significant difference from the government-supplied 
figure. If that figure had been cited by the mass media, would 
Barack Obama have been reelected? That’s anyone’s guess. 
Even more, would Mitt Romney have focused on it as proof 
that the past four years were hardly deserving of another four 
for the president? 

Agreeing with the Williams unemployment statistics, Ron Paul 
estimated that 23 million Americans “are still chronically under- 
employed.” He even added that this figure is “expected to rise dra- 
matically next year.” The retiring congressman cited a comment 
from investment advisor Jim Rogers, who said, “I have learned 
not to take advice from the government, especially the U.S. gov- 
ernment which frequently misleads its citizens.” Others should 
act with similar skepticism. Rogers added that it was an excellent 
time for the federal fudgers — who it should be stressed work for 
the incumbent president — to present dishonest statistics. 

An excellent time it surely was to fudge the figures. Even the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics admitted what most Americans don’t 
know: “In September, 2.5 million persons were not counted as 
out of work because they had not searched for a job in the four 
weeks preceding the survey.” Journalist Paul Craig Roberts 
stated, “In other words, 2.5 million unemployed persons were 
not counted as unemployed.” The 7.8-percent figure would have 
been far larger if these job-seekers had been counted. 

But the stock market surged, the Obama campaign exulted, 
the media portrayed the situation falsely, and the Romney forces 
ignored what they had to know was a monstrous lie. As a result, 
voters felt that the president was doing a good job getting un- 
employment reduced. In the land of the free and the home of the 
brave, honesty has been forced from the public dialogue. If it 
doesn’t return, the future looks increasingly dim. 
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